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shall fully understand what my views are In re- } longer. I rose, not so much for the purpose of 


gard to the subject of slavery in the Territories. 
Mr.COX. I distinctly said that I did not speak 
for any Democrat except myself. 
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|| making any remarks, as to have the Ohio platform 


I speak the | 


views of the Ohio Democracy in their resolu- | 


tion. And I beg here to say to gentlemen, that 
there is not a Democratic newspaper in Ohio, not 


a Democratic politician in Ohio, of either wing of 


the party, but assents, as I understand, to that 
last resolution. It was passed with unanimity. 
{t was prepared with care. It was prepared by 
Mr. Paine, whom the Democrats ran tor Gov- 
ernor two years ago. It is the calm, the deliber- 
ate expression of the Ohio Democracy, as respect- 
able in numbers, talent, firmness, and political 
integrity, as the Democracy of any other section 
of the Union. And if gentlemen object to north- 
ern Democrats taking the floor here and discuss- 
ing these matters, I have to remind them simply 
of this: that our southern 
here frequently give expression to their peculiar 
views. Some have even undertaken to speak the 
views of the northern Democracy. I see no rea- 


son aor we should not have the same chance of 


political ventilation. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. COX. Not now, sir. Just one moment 
more. I do not see any great difference between 
northern and southern Democrats, taking the 
body of them in this Hall, on this subject. The 
Ohio resolution does not recognize the Dred Scott 
decision as having already adjudicated that sla- 
very can go into the Territories and be established 
there by virtue of that decision. [t says that 
hereafter, when that decision shall have been 
made, they, as law-abiding citizens, are bound to 
acquiesce in it; and they will acquiesce in it, if it 
be made, let the consequences be what they may. 
We in Ohio have made our fight for the independ- 
ence of the judiciary. We believe in its sanc- 
tity. Wedo notsmite down men for interpreting 
the law according to their sense of judicial duty. 
We will stand by the courts in their decisions on 
this and on every other question. I wish to say, 
sir, When gentlemen talk about a northern anda 
southern Democracy, that there is no such distinc- 
tion, any more than there is a pro-slavery 


anti-slavery Democracy. Men North and South 


Democratic friends | 


Will the gentleman yield | 


or an | 


have their own differences on this subject; but on | 


one thing, the Democratic party North and South }} 


do agree; and that is, that we will come together 
every four years as we expect to come together 
at Charleston; and if these differences are prac- 
tical, are essential, and cannot be reconciled in any 
other way, we will submit them to the arbitrament 
of the national convention, and go on and do ser- 
vice upon the platform of principles there to be 
inaugurated. 


Mr. COVODE and Mr. McCLERNAND each | 


sought the floor. 
Mr. COX. 
Illinois, (Mr. McCLernanp.} 
Mr. McCLERNAND. I will not detain the 
House two minutes. 
Mr. HINDMAN. 
gentlemen should define their pesitions. 
prefer that each should define his 


I would 


I will yield to the gentleman from ] 


read as an answer to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Carrer.] ButI did not intend to have 
it go out, as it does go out every day from here by 
the misrepresentations of the Republicans, that 
northern Democrats sit here under the control of 
southern men, under the lash of southern Demo- 
crats,and dare not speak their honest sentiments, 
or the honest sentiments of their people upon 
these subjects. Mr. Clerk, we stand here on this 
question as independent as any southern delega- 
tion. We are dependent, in many regards, upon 
our southern brethren. We are closely allied to 
them in principle and policy. But, upon this 
question—and I say it with no feeling of hostility 
to our southern brethren, but in aspirit of kindly 
fraternity—we have views of our own, and we 
dare avow them under any circumstances, and at 
all times and places. 

I wish simply to add, in conclusion, that any 
gentleman who will examine these resolutions, 
and examine them carefully in detail, will see that 
they present no insuperable objections to Dem- 
ocrats, North and South, harmoniously coming 
together at Charleston upon a common platform. 
And let sectionalists remember that, when we 
adopt that platform, there will be represented thi 
Democracy of every single congressional district 
in the United States of America, North and South. 
This body of men will be our tribunal of the high- 
est resort. From it there is no appeal. In its 
eecision | hope there will be no error. The third 
State of the Confederacy, Ohio, will be there with 
a delegation of rare ability and reputation, and 
with their views on all questions of national con- 
cern matured, fixed, and unanimous. With all 
the cogency of reason and the urgency of patriot- 
ism, they will strive earnestly and honorably to 
give taeir views an unambiguous expression in 
our next national platform. But whatever may 
be that expression, and whoever may be our nom- 
inee for President, the Ohio Democracy will give 
to the only national party its whole-hearted sup- 
ort. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. With the permission 
of my friend from Arkansas, I will make a few 
remarks. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois for the purpose he has mentioned. 
I yield temporarily. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Iam aware that it can- 
not concern this House or the country but very 
little, if any, what may be my opinion upon the 
question of slavery in the Territories under th 
Conalintion yet, as I am included in the call 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Carrer] to answer upon this question, I will 
briefly doso; notthat I recognize his right to make 
such a call, or that 1 sympathize in the spirit of 
hostility to the Democratic party in which it was 
made. I answer, sir, simply because I choose to 


| do so. 


I am anxious that these | 


Osition sep- | 


arately, but I am ready to yield to all. I am will- | 
ing to yield to all the Democrats from the North- | 


west. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
move to adjourn? 
{Cries of ‘* No!’’ ** No!” 


Mr. COX. The gentleman from Illinois says || 


he will occupy the time of the House but for a 
few minutes. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


I have no objection to the gentleman from Arkan- 


sas yielding the floor to the gentleman from IlIli- || 


nois by the consent of the House; but I do insist 
on the gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. Cox] conclud- 
ing hisremarks. He refused to yield ibs floor to 
me when I wanted to put him right. Now, let 
him get through, and then I have no objection to 
the gentleman from Illinois occupying the floor. 

Mr. COX. I will not detain the Hones much 


33 


Is it in order to | 
If so, I submit that motion. | 


I rise to a question of order, || 





I am aware, sir, that there are some differences 
of opinion between Democrats, particularly be- 
tween northernand southern Democrats, upon this 

uestion. But these differences are rather abstract 
re practical, and should not be allowed at this 
time to divide and distract the energies of the 
Democratic party. They should not be allowed 
| to divide us in the face of an eager and embattled 
foe, whose battering rams are now playing with 
| ruinous effect upon the temple of our liberties— 
upon the Constitution itself. These differences, 
whatever they may be, should be settled within 
aitd by the Democratic party, and that, too, ina 
spirit of forbearance and conciliation. And I wish 
to inculcate this truth, this high and imperious 
| duty, with the fullest force upon all Democrats. 
Slavery, as a subject of agitation in Congress, 
| has been productive of infinite mischicf and no 
| good. Both the free States and the slave States 
have been injured by it; nor has slavery, in any 
instance, been either extended or restrained by 
congressional legislation. 





I speak in respect to |} 
slavery in the Territories. A higher law than | 
any law to be passed by Congress must and will || of the whole country can repose in ite determined con 
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control this question—the law of geography, cli- 
mate, and soil; the law of self-interest which un- 
derlies and controls every community. FT might 


| efte the history of the country in support of this 


assertion; but IT will not stop to do so now, 

In respect to slavery in the States and Territo- 
ries, I stand upon the principle of non-interference 
by Congress upon the subject, 1 stand upon the 
same principle, in that connection, affirmed by 
the national Democracy in convention assembled 
at Cincinnati in 1856. And while I would not 
have Congress to legislate slavery into any State 
or Territory, nor to exclude it the refrom, I would, 
in the language of the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
‘leave the people thereof perfi elly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States.’’ And when I say this, | include 
slavery as an institution coming within the mean- 
ing of domestic institutions. 

Now, while this is my position, I admit that 
the power of a Territorial Legislature to prohibit 
slavery within the limits of the Territory is a judi- 
cial question to be decided by the Supreme Court, 
and not a political question to be decided by any 
party or party platform. And I will add that if, 
when this question comes properly before the 
Supreme Courtyand that tribunal should decide 
against the power, I, for one, will acquiesce in 
the decision and obey it. But if, on the other 
hand, the decision should be in favor of the power, 
I shall expect that Democrats differing from me 
on this queston will, on their part, acquiesce in 
and obey suchdecision. [** Yes!’ Yes!’’ was 
answered by several members on the Democratic 
side, 


To show, Mr. Clerk, that the opinion I have 


| expressed upon this question accords With the 


sentiments of the Illinois Democracy, I read the 
following resolutions, which were adopted by the 
Democratic State convention, held on the 4th in- 
stant, at Springfield: 


‘1. Thatall questions pertaining to African slavery in the 
Territories shall be forever banished from the Halls of Con- 
gress. 

“2. That the people of the Territories respectively shall 
be lett perfectly free to make just such laws and regulations 
in respect to slavery, and all other matters of local coneern, 
as they may determine for themselves, subject to ne other 
limitations or restrictions than those imposed by the Cen 
stitution of the United States.” * : ’ , ° 

* That whenever Congress, or the Legislature of any State 
or Territory, shall make any enactment, or do any act which 
attempts to divest, impair, or prejudice any right which the 
owner of slaves or any other species of property may have 
or claim in any Territory, or elsewhere, by virtue of the 
Constitution or otherwise, and the party aggrieved shall 
bring his case before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Democracy of Illinois, as in duty bound by their 
obligations of fidelity to the Constitution, will cheerfully and 
faithfully respect and abide by the decision, and use ali law- 
ful means to aid in giving it full effect according to its true 
intentand meaning.”’ 


These resolutions affirm the doctrine held by the 
Illinois Democracy upon the mooted questions to 


which they relate. 1 stand upon them and by 


| them. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will my colleague 
allow the rest of the resolutions to be read? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Certainly. My col- 
league can have them read, if he chooses to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While I protest against the 
practice which seems to be indulged in of putting 
questions not only to individuals, but to whole 
sections in this House, yet, sir, I am at all times 


| ready to give my individual sentiments and the 


sentiments entertained by my constituency, in 
reference to the great questions which now agi- 
tate this Congress. During the last week, the 
Democratic party of the State of Indiana held a 
convention and adopted a serics of resolutions, 
which, I think I am authorized to say, expres¢ 
the views of the entire Democracy of that State. 


| I ask that some of them be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

‘* Resolved, That the history of the past fully attests the 
correctne:s and wisdom of the adoption by the American 
Democracy of the principles contained in the organic laws 
establishing the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as em- 
bodying the only safe and sound solution of the slavery 
question upon which the great national idea of the people 
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servatism of the Union—non-inter/erence by Congress with || ence no one, and is only asked because, it was 


,slavery in State or Territory, orin the District of Columbia. 

“* Resolved, That it ix the deliberate opinion of this con- 
vention that the subject of slavery has been too long min- 
gled with party politics ; and as the result has been the cre- 
ation of sectional parties, contrary to the advice, letter,and 
spiritof the Farewell Address of the father of our common 
country ; that theretore it isthe duty of every citizen, North 
and South, East and West,to discountenance all parties 
and organizations that thus violate the spirit of the Conati 
tution and the advice of Washington. 

“ Resolved, That we protest against and denounce as con- 
trary to the plighted faith on which the Constitution of onr 
country was established, all acts, or inflammatory appeals, 
which intend or tend to make this Union less perfect, or to 
jeopard or disturb its domestic tranquillity, or to mar the 
spirito! harmony, compromise, and concession, upon which 
the Union was formed by our fathers. 

‘“* Resolved, ‘That we regard the recent outrage at Harper’s 
Ferry as a crime, not only against the State of Virginia, but 
against the Union itself; and we hereby reprobate and de 
nounce the crime and the treason. 

** Resolved, ‘That we acceptthe decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States as the best evidence of the true 
meaning of the Constitution, and will respect and main- 
tain them with the fidelity we owe to the Constitution it- 
self. 

** Resolved, That, adhering to and being determined to 
stand by the well-considered declaration ot principles con 
tained in the Cincinnati platform, as expounded by Presi- 
dent Buchanan in his letter of acceptance, we affirm that 
it is the unquestionable right of * the people of a Territory, 
like those of a State, to determine for themselves whether 
slavery shall or shall not exist within their limits.’ ”’ 


Mr. ADRAIN. If the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas will yield to me, I will move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 


to adjourn. 


I do not yield for a motion 
; I yield d the floor to the gt ntleman 
from Pennsylvaniato make anexplanation. When 
he has made his explanation, I will then consent 
to an adjournment. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY took the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. It is now late, and the House 
wants to adjourn. I make the point of order that 
the gendeman from Arkansas cannot yield, and I 
INSIst ON It. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will debate the point 
of order. 1 will only take up a few moments. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I withdraw my point 
of order. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Clerk, I regard 


this question, as now presented, as a mere abstrac- | 


tion, and hardly worth answering. There is nota 
single member upon this floor who proposes, or 
intends to propose, the passage of a law for the 
protection of slave property in the Territories. 


Phere isnota Territory of the United States where | 


suchalaw is necessary. I[tis, therefore,the merest 
abstraction. It israised now,and hurled into the 
midst of the Democratic party by our opponents 
as a firebrand. 


It is now thrown amongst us to | 


prevent, as far as may be, the organization of this | 


House, by the election of a conservative and na- 
tional man as Speaker. It is expected to weaken 
and divide us, bringing out the abstract views of 
some gentlemen which may antagonize with the 
abstract views of others. — 
which was had in view by those who intruded 
this subject at this time. 1 therefore caution my 
Democratic friends from being misled or agitated 
onthis question. Let us show our opponents that 
they have failed to either distract or divide us. 
Let me illustrate how barren this controversy is of 
everything like practical importance. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. McRar] 
differs with me in regard to the abstract question 
of slavery itself. He thinks it is divine; and I 
think it is a mere municipal arrangement. That 
is an abstract question, however, which does not 


party. He thinks slavery exists everywhere, ex- 
cept where it is prohibited; I think it only exists 


come before Congress; and our differences are 
mere abstractions, which do not prevent us from 
acting in perfect harmony on other political ques- 
tions. Is it of the slightest importance to us, as 


ees if we can only agree on the great fun- 
damental principles of our Government, upon 


which we are called to legislate? No, sir. 


Mr. Clerk, | have mentioned these things to put | 


my Democratic friends on their guard against the 
consequences which were intended by those who 
introduce this question. I have no desire, how- 
ever, to siiaiial 


| a question. 


hoped that I would be perpiexed to find an answer 
which would be satisfactory to my Democratic col- 
leagues. We will see. Ido not expect to have an 
opportunity to test the question by a vote during 
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my time in Congress; but when the question arises | 


I will meet it boldly and fearlessly. On the ab- 
stract question, my decided opinion is, no law 
ought to be passed by Congress either to establish 
or protect slavery, on the one hand, nor, on the 


other hand, to prohibit its existence in a Terri- | 


tory. Those questions ought to be left to the peo- 
ple of each Territory, to be determined by them- 
selves. 


them be free; if slave, let them be slave. 


If the people say they shall be free, let | 


Mr. MOORHEAD. Let me ask the gentleman | 


ents, who voted for him, think of a slave code? 
What do they think of the adoption by Congress 
of aslave code? I know them well. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. 


What does his Republican constitu- | 


I think those Repub- | 


| licans would agree with me on that question. Iam | 
satisfied they would notdesire me to vote foraslave | 


code; and I have said that I was opposed to the pas- 
sage of such a code; and I feel very certain they 
willapprove my resolution on that question. There 
were a number of generous hearted Republicans 


who voted for me, and I am profoundly grateful | 
for their support; but they voted for me as a Dem- | 


otrat, as a Democratic candidate running upon a | 


| Democratic platform, regularly nominated by the 


That was the object |) 


| [Laughter.] 


Democratic party. 


They knew my sentiments || 


on every political question that had then arisen; | 


the question of a slave code had not then been 


agitated, nor is it agitated now, for no such legis- | 


lation is asked, nor will be asked; therefore I can- 
not see why my colleague referred to their opin- 
ions. My colleague will permit me to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. You voted for Joun 
A. Gitmer for Speaker of this House? 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I did. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. He is said to be the 


largest slaveholder in this body, and is in favor of | 


a slave code for the Territories. How will you 
answer to your Republican constituents for this 
vote when you return to them? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I have shown by my 
vote, sir, that I am willing and anxious to organ- 
ize this House. 
disposition? What do we find here? 
sion about rules and points of -order. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. That is notan answer 
to my question. I ask what will the gentleman 
tell his Bepeblicin constituents, In excuse, when 
they learn that he has voted for a member for 
Speaker who is not only the largest slaveholder 
in this House, but who is also in favor of a slave 
code for the Territories? That is my question. 
I desire an answer. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I was inquiring about the 
gentleman’s constituents, and not about my own. 
There is much more conservative 
feeling among my constituents than there is among 
his upon the slavery question. My 


A discus- 





Mr. MONTGOMERY. I answered the ques- || 


tion, so faras I am concerned. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. But will the gentleman 
permit me to answer? He asked a question. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Certainly. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. I voted for Mr. Gitmer 


|| because, to use a very popular phrase upon the 
prevent us from acting together in the Democratic | 


|| servative man. 


other side of the House, he is a national and con- 
I am willing to vote for such a 


|| man; and I believe Joun Suerman to be such a 
where it is established. But no such question can || 


my opinion on this question, ab- | 


straction though it be. I feel that my opinion upon | 
it is of very little importance; yet | will not per- | 


mit my enemies to say that I shrank from an ex- | 


man; and I voted for Mr. Gitmer for the further 
reason that he is in favor of protecting the great 


| industrial interests of this Union. I deny, also, 
| that Mr. Gitmer is in favor of a congressional 
| slave code to protect slave property in the Terri- 
Democrats, how we may differ on such abstract || 


tories. He has not said so. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. He has said so, as I 
understand; and if there is any dispute about it, 
and if he will deny it here, we will introduce the 
proof that he has so stated. ; 

Mr. MOORHEAD. We have no evidence 
that he is. . 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If Mr. Gitmer desires 
it we will, on the instant, introduce the proof that 
he is in favor of a congressional slave code, and 
that he has so declared frequently. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I understand that the 


pression of it. I know that my opinion can influ- || gentleman, my colleague, has voted for Mr. Bo- 
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| cock, who is in favor of a slave code. Is notthat 


so? 

Mr MONTGOMERY. One questionatatime. 
Not only did my colleague vote for Mr. Giimer, 
who is in favor of a slave code, and who is the 
largest slaveholder in this House, as it is asserted, 
but sixteen of my Republican colleagues from the 
State of Pennsylvania, headed by Mr. Stevens, 
the great Abolitionist of Pennsylvania, voted for 
Mr. Gitomer, who is a slaveholder and an open 
advocate of a slave code. Go home to your con- 
stituents now, and explain your conduct, and 

| when the canvass comes on this fall, tell the peo- 
ple that the question of a slave code is the most 

| Important political question which enters into the 
issues of the day, and that such a code is advo- 
cated by the Democracy alone, and for that reason 
call us the pro-slavery party. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. If I thought ay con- 
stituents would meet me with the scorn and indig- 


nation with which I know that gentleman’s con- 

stituents will meet him when He goes home, I 

would not go home at all. [Laughter.] No, sir, 
| I would not go home at all. I know the character 

of that gentleman’s constituents; I am acquainted 
| with his district; I am connected with an import- 
ant public work running through it; and I say, to 
use the expression of one of his own papers, he 
literally ate dirt to obtain Republican votes, and 
I know he cringed to the Republicans to obtain 
their votes. I have letters in my possession from 
a Republican who edits a paper in his district, to 
show that Republicans Believed that Mr. Monr- 
GOMERY would act with the Republicans in organ- 
izing the House, and in every other question in 
which the Republicans were interested. How has 
he answered the expectations of those who elected 
| him, who rescued him from utter defeat? How 
has he answered them ? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I was elected by three 
thousand two hundred majority. I was elected 
in 1856 by nearly a thousand majority. Now, 
this House can appreciate the statements of the 
gentleman when he informs them that I was in 
danger of defeat. He says that I was—using a 
very offensive, a very low-bred term, worthy en- 
tirely of the gentleman who used it—that I ate 
dirt to get Republican votes. Now, let me say, 
I never made a speech from the day I was nomi- 


|| nated to the day I was elected. . I appealed to the 
Has that gentleman shown that || 


| Democratic party for a nomination, and I was sus- 
tained by an overwhelming majority. [ had nearly 
| two thousand votes of a majority in a contest 
where the popular vote system prevailed in the 
| primary elections. I carried three thousand three 

hundred votes in my own county, where but about 
three hundred persons voted against me. I was 
making no appeals to Republicans when I was 
seeking the nomination of my own party — none 
whatever. On the contrary, the Republicans of 
| my own county, after my nomination, put up a 
candidate, and gave their whole strength to him, 


|| and fought me as bitterly as they ever opposed 


| me before. It is true that in other counties the 
Republicans did not fully concur in that nomina- 
tion; but he was run in the other counties as the 
Republican nominee, and received in each of them 
a large Republican vote, and had many warm Re- 
publican friends. I made none but public pledges, 
which I will carry out to the letter. 

I will risk the contempt of my constituents if 
| the gentleman will risk the withering scorn with 
| which his betrayal of his party, by his vote for 
/an advocate of a’slave code, will be received by 
his constituents. We will see who will suffer most 
from scorn and contempt. I have deceived no 
man—betrayed no principle. Can my colleague 
say as colle Can he say that his vote for a 
slaveholder and an advocate of a slave code, as 
Speake., is not a base abandonment of principle, 
and treason to his party? 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I would like to ask the 
gentleman what appeals he made to his Republi- 
ean colleagues upon this floor to save him from 
defeat? What appeals did he make while the can- 
vass was pending, to his Republican colleagues 
upon this floor to save him from defeat, on ac- 
count of his course upon the Lecompton bill? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I received no assist- 
ance from any of my Republican colleagues in 
my canvass for nomination. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I decline to yield. I 








do not want to come in persenal conflict with my 





; 
‘ 
a 
3 
s 


eS eee 








ie 


as Re 


percents 



























1860. 


colleague; butif he says that he ever re rendered me 
any aid whatever in my contest for nomination, 
it is false in every particular. 

Mr.COVODE. I wanttosay what! can prove 
upon this floor. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. I yielded the floor only to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Montcomery.} 





Mr. COVODE. 1 am personally referre ‘d to. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. [rise toa que stion of 
order. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. The gentleman from the 
Westmoreland district [Mr. Covopk] is the gentle- 
man I referred to. [Cries of ‘* Order!’’ from the 
Democratic side. } 

The CLERK. The gentleman will permit the 
Clerk to say that the gentleman from. Pennsyl- 

vania [Mr. Montgomery] is occupying the floor 
by the permission of the gentlemam from Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I wanted to reply to 
the gentleman from the Pittsburg district, [Mr. 
Moorneap.] The gentleman talks to me about 
political consistency; a man who, within the last 
three or four years, has boxed the political com- 
vass, and has been in all political parties as they 
lave arisen, is not the man to introduce que stions 
of consistency. A few years since, my colleague 
was a very officious Democrat; then he saw hopes 
for office in the American organization; and he 
crawled into the caves, garrets, and cellars where 
**Sam”’ congregated; took all the horrid oaths, 
and learned the secret grips of that order. Sam, 
however, died; and then the gentleman became 
avery sincere and earnest Republican. The gen- 
tleman has forgotten his oaths and pledges now; 
his holy horror of foreigners and C atholics; his 
only feeling now is for the poor negro slave. All 
these change *s have passed over him within the 
space of three or four years. He is therefore the | 
last man to rise in his place and call me to task 
for my political consistency. [Applause in the 
galleries. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. BURNETT. [rise to a question of order. 
This discussion is out of order. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Monrcomery] is upon the floor by 
the permission of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. COVODE. I appeal to the House to hear 
me. 

Mr. 
order. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. My colleague yielded the 
floor to me, and I referred to my colleague, [Mr. 
Covope;] and I want to hear him upon the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I claim the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. [Cries of **No!’’**No!”’} 

Mr. COVODE. I want to be heard for the 
= of refreshing the recollection of my col- 

eacue, [ Mr. eae 

Mr. MONTGOMERY desire to say in con- 
clusion, that I have been drawn into this discus- 
sion unwillingly by the attack of my colleague. 

Mr. COVODE. I insist upon the floor, as I 
have been referred to. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. No,sir. When gén- 
tlemen make attacks upon me they must e xpect 
that their blows will be returned. I make ita 
rule never to begin a controversy with any man. 
I have sought no controversy with myc olleagues 





BURNETT. 


I insist upon the point of 


now; but they have attacked me, and I have re- 


pelled those attacks. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I refuse to yield. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. The gentleyaan yielded to 
me; and, in making my explanation, I referred to 
the gentlem man from the Westmoreland district, 
(Mr. Covope.} I desire him to be heard. 

The CLERK. The gentleman js not in order 
unless the ge ntleman from Pennsylvania [{[Mr. 
Monrcomery] yields the floor. 

Mr. COVODE. I ask whether the gentleman 
is afraid to hear what I have to say? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 

vania refuses to yield the floor. 

Mr. COVODE. I wish to be heard when the 
gentleman is through. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I have said to my col- 
league that I did not now intend to yield. ‘This 
persistence on his part can only be regarded as 
an attempt to violate and trample on the rules of | 





| district, 
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the House. He arose in his place, and insisted on 
the floor: and when I refused, he continues to 
throwin, by w ay of interjec tion, ** Are youafeard ? 

are you afeard ?’’) There are rules which prevail 
here » which we must all observe. There 
tesy that prevails between gentlemen; and when 

a member has the floor, and another insists on it 

after he has been repeatedly refused, he ceases to 
be entitled to that courtesy which is usually ex- 
tended by one member to another. 

I arose, Mr. Clerk, not to enter into this disser- 
tation in regard to my colleagues, but to define 
my position. I was, however, turned from my 
path by interrogatories propounded to me by my 
colleague, which had no relevancy whatever to 
the question before us. I got up only to say that 
I regard the question of a slave code, at this time, 
as an abstraction. The time may come, per- 
chance, when such alaw may be proposed. When 
it is, the members on this side of the House and 
on the other will have the right to discuss it, and 
to vote upon it. Butat this time I can only re- 
gard it as an abstraction. There is no Terri- 
tory for which such a law could be necessary 
now; there is no necessity for it; there is no hu- 
man being proposing to pass it now; there is no 
member intending to propose such a law; there- 
fore, differences of opinion on such a question can 
be of no importance whatever. I, Mr. Clerk, 
have said, however, that with the present lirhts 
before me, I am opposed to legislation by Con- 
gress in fi vor of or against slavery in the Terri- 
tories. The legislation belongs to the pe ople of 
a ‘Territory, and to them alone. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Clerk 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HINDMAN. Itis but right that I] should 
yield to him for explanation. 

Mr. COVODE. I was saying nothing on this 
subject, during the controversy between my col- 
learues, until ‘1 was personally referred to. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. I did not speak of you 


is cour- 





at all. [Calls to order, from the Republican 
benches. } 
Mr. COVODE. 1 will detain the House but 


for two or three minutes, merely for the purpose 
of putting myself right, and of refreshing the 
memory of my colleague from the Washington 
district. What I have to say, Mr. Clerk, is not 
new to a great many Rey wublicans. Enough of 
members, | belie ve, on this floor know it, and 
the gentieman’s constituents know it, and blame 
me, to some extent, for the part which I took in 


bringing out the Republican vote for Mr. Monrt- 
GOMERY. 
Mr. Clerk, let me say, and say distinctly, that, 


at the re quest of my colleague a wrote a le tter to 
the leading Republicans of his district, on pledges 
made to me by him. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. What pledges? 

Mr. COVODE. I will state the case. The let- 
ter will show it—asking them to make no nomin- 
ation and to leave him the field. He was our 
leader here at the time, in the matter of the Crit- 
tenden-Montgomery amendment to the Kansas 
bill. I did write that letter to the gentleman’s 
constituents—the leading Republicans, as he’gave 


me their names. That letter 1 carried round to 
the Pennsylvania delegation and got their signa- 
tures to it, and sent it off; and, to some extent, 


Iam held responsible for getting the Republican 


vote for him. It has been cast up to me repeat- 
edly that [ lent my influence to get the Republi- 
ean vote for my colleague, Mr. Montaomery. 


Is the case not plain? Have I done any injustice 
to my colleague? I was referred to. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will answer 
you have done. 

Mr. COVODE. It was due to myself and my 
(Mr. Moorne api that I should make 
this frank statemeit. » (Mr. Monrcomery 
was the man that drafts : dhe letter, and I copiec 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I now rise, sir, with great 
satisfaction, having been so nobly vindicated in 
the position I took. I have sustained the point 
I made. I have shown this House and the coun- 
try the position which that gentleman [Mr. Monrt- 
GOMERY] occupies here. I came here with no hos- 
tility to him, because, from the assurances | had 
from highly respectable Republicans of his own 

I expected to find him acting with us, 
shoulder to auido. 


when 


colleague 
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I will give him the names of some of these dis- 





tinguished gentlemen. First: I refer to a man who 
represented, for many years, on this floor the dis 

trict which my celleague now misrepresents— 
Hon. Andrew Stewart. I told him Resta the 

canvass that I thought he was making a mistak: 
in going for Mr. Monreomery. ** No, sir,”” sead 
he, **he will be as firmly with the Republican 
party as you or any other man. He will be found 
supporting you in the organization, and in every 
other measure.”’? I will give my colleague thi 

name of another distinguished ge ntleman, the ed- 

itor of a paper, and who, | suppose, ae more fer 
him than any one man in his district. T allude to 
Mr. Miller, of Uniontown, from whom I have a 
very long letter explaining and apologizing for the 
course which that gentleman is pursuing on this 
floor. 

So much have I said in regard to the course of 
thegentleman. Now,I wanttomakea reply,and 
a shortone, to his remark with regard to my having 
boxed the political compass, l know my own posi 
tion, and the people of Pennsylvania, Lam proud to 
say, know it. Lhave beena Democrat; Lam prow d 
of it. I have been a Democrat a great portion of 
my life. LT acted with that party until T found it 
slipping away from the principles of Democracy. 
I was = ‘d to the passage of the Kansas-Ne 
braska bill. I thought then that the part y was 
departing from the true faith. Ll found that it was 
yielding to agere ‘ssion after aggression from ont 
portion of the Union, and leaving the principles 
of Jefferson, 7 Madison, and of the fathers of thi 
Republic. I found the Democratic party desert 
ing all these principles on which I stood; and now 
I stand with the Re ‘publican party, because I find 
it oceupying the position which I have occupied 
during the greater part of my life. 

With regard to the reference of the gentleman 
to my being an American, I have no disposition 
to deny that. I am an American, and, like my 
friend from Georgia, [Mr. Hiix,]} I do not regret 
it. I am willing to acknowledge it here and 
everywhere else, do not disavew anything | 
have ever done. I have never crawled. 1 leave 
that to the consideration of this House, after hay 
ing heard the explanation of my friend from 
Westmoreland, [Mr. Covopr. ] 

A Republican Memser. As to who crawls? 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Yes; as to who crawls. 
I leave such remarks as that to be judged of by 
the gentlemen of the House. \ 

Now, sir, | do not know that [ should oceupy 


the time of the House longer; but, sir, one of my 
friends suggests the tariff. Reference was made 
to my having voted for Mr. Girmer. 1 justified 


that vote when I was up before, on the ground 
that Mr. GitMER wasa national conservative man; 
and I said 1 voted for him further, because he sus- 
tained the interests of whom? Of Pennsylvania? 
No, Mr. Clerk, I believe the interests of this whole 
Union. I believe that protection to American in- 
dustry is the question that will save this Union, 
That is my opinion, and I am glad to see my 
friend from Virginia (I allude to ex-Governor 
Situ) dressed in habiliments made in Virginia. 
[Laughter.] I am proud to see a Senator from 
the same State doing the same thing. Sir, when 
we can follow that example throughout the 
when we can find gentlemen willing to wear 
products of their own soil; when the: y are willing 

to encourage their own domestic industry against 
the labor of foreign countries, then I think there 
will be no danger of disunion. I want to see man- 
ufacturing diffused generally throughout the coun- 
try. Wedo not want to reap all the profits of it, 
if it be profitable. We want to see our southern 
friends take hold of it. I want to see them unite 
with Governor Smiru in dressing in homespun; 
then they will ail be glad to remain in the Union— 
this glorious Union; we will stand by it. Mr. 
Clerk, I have now said all that I desire upon this 
subject. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. With the permission 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, I wil) say that 
my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Covone} 
makes a mistake. I made no reference to lium, 
unless it was the fact which I stated that he, being 
a candidate for Governor in the State of Pennsy! 
vania in the Republican party, claiming Republi- 
can votes, thought proper so far to forget himself 
and the principles, the policy, and the views of 

i that Re spublic an party, as to vote for the largest 
slaveholder upon this floor, a Know Nothing at 


Union; 
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that; a man, too, who is in favor of the most ultra 
southern doctrine of protection to slavery in the | 
Territories by congressional legislation. I sup- | 
yo8e that was the reference to which he alludes. | 

f the shoe pinches, I cannot help it. It was ‘1 
himself who put it on, and he must now wear it. 

Mr. COVODE. Justa word there. [Cries of 
*©Order!’’| 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I decline to yield the 
floor. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman says that he 
wrote a letter to my consuluents, It is unques- 
tionably true that he and several of his colleagues 
—some four or five of them—did write a letter 
to some members of the Republican party in my 
county, who were denouncing me with a fierce- 
ness that was unparalleled, at the very time the 
Republican party were standing with me in favor 
of what has sometimes been termed the Critten- 
den-Montgomery bill. ‘They wrote to these men 
remonstrating against that opposition; but I have 
the satisfaction of informing my colleague that the 
very men to whom he wrote continued the bit- 
terest opponents I had in my district. They were 
the bitterest enemies when he wrote his letter, 
and they so continued down to the very day when 
the election was determined. Not one manof them 
voted for me—not one man of them who did not 
oppose me in the canvass with all his influence. 
If that, then, is the support that I received in 
consequence of the recommendation the gentle- 
man saw fit to give me, | may feel more grateful 
for the intention than for the results which at- 
tended his efferts. 

This whole thing, however, was a private mat- 
ter which an honorable man would never be will- 
ing todivulge. Itis, however, a matter of taste. 

Mr. COVODE. Just a word there. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. | respectfully decline 
to be interrupted. 

Mr ASHLEY. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I believe the gentle- 
man is not from my State; he is not from my dis- 
trict; and he knows nothing about me, or about 
this personal matter which has been sprung upon 
me by one of my colleagues, and which | am now 
ende avoring to repel. Sir, whenever they strike 
at me, they must be assured that I will return the 
blow; and I want them to understand that what 
they send will come back to them with compound 
interest. It is a quarrel which they have sought; 
the consequences must fall on their own heads. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman 
will give way, lL desire to move that the House 
adjourn, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 


through ina moment. As to my colleague from 


the Pitsburg district, [Mr. Mooruean,] he has 7 


admitted all that I said. He has admitted that in 
the last three or four years he has belonged to as 
many parties. Why, he complacently tells us 
that the Democratic party deserted all its old pyn- 
ciples, allits policies, and allits platforms—walked 
right away leaving him standing there like a rock 
that had not changed its place; that the Demo- 
cratic party deserted all the measures it advocated 
in years gone by, and has left my colleague a sol- 


itary monument of how far a party so shifting | 


and changing can wander from a firm man of set- 
tled principles. [tis true my colleague has changed 
his party name very often since, but his principles 
remain unchanged. All others have changed; he 
alone is firm. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
mained with me. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
he is in favor of a tariff; and that that is the reason 
why he voted for Mr. Gitmer. 
reason, Why does he not continue to vote for him? 
If Mr. Gitmer is the tariff candidate of this House, 
why not continue to support him? Why did 
my colleague desert him after the first or second 
ballot? 

But my colleague says he is in favor of pro- 
tecting American industry, and congratulates Gov- 
ernor Smirn, of Virginia, upon his being dressed 
in Virginia hornespun. And yet, notwithstand- 
ing his admiration for home manufactures, the 
gentleman has upon his own person a coat made 
of fine French cloth. He stands upon this floor 
in French boots; a shirt made of Irish linen; sir, 
his whole person clothed from head to toe with 
articles of foreign manufacture. [Laughter.} I 
see upon his person now a beautiful French satin 


Oh, no; a good many re- 


No, sir; I will be 


He tells us, too, that 


vest. Certainly a gentleman so dressed is, of all 
others, the man to congratulate members on this 
side of the House with the devotion to American 
industry and American manufactures. Itis sug- 
gested that he wears a very fine and costly Aus- 
tralian woolen under-shirt, [laughter:} but of the 
truth of that I cannot vouch. I believe, too, that 
my honorable friend carries a Swiss watch. [Re- 
newed laughter.] Yethe talks most seriously to 
this side of the House, as though he was the 
warmest advocate of the consumption and pro- 
tection of American industry and American man- 
ufactures. 

Mr. Clerk, this debate is one that I regret. I 
never seek, but always studiously avoid, personal 
conflict with any gentleman. If there has been 
any unparliamentary expression used by me, I 
beg the pardon of the House; it has been called 
forth by the unkind, uncourteous, and unparlia- 
mentary expressions used by my colleague; and, 
sir, it is the first time since | have occupied a seat 
on this floor, now nearly three years, that I have 
ever passed an unkind or angry word towards any 
member of this House. 

Mr. COVODE. | did not understand that there 
was any personal feeling in this matter. I spoke 
from no such feeling; but | understood the gentle- 
man to say that 1 had voted for Mr. Gitmer, 
and ask why I had voted for him. Sir, I voted 
for Mr. Gitmer upon his record. He acted 
with us on the Lecompton question; he is a good 
Union man, so are all the Opposition in the South. 
He met and conferred with us. In addition, I was 
satisfied that Mr. Gitmer was sound on the 
tariff question, in which Pennsylvania has such a 
great interest. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, 
of a protective tariff? 

Mr. COVODE. I know that the old Whigs of 
the South always stood with us on that question. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I want to ask a ques- 
tion. 

Mr.COVODE. Iunderstand that Mr.Gitmer 
has not been an advocate for a slave code. I am 
so informed now. 

The gentleman says that I failed to get the men I 
wrote to in his favor to support or vote for him. 
Mr. Clerk, the men who refused to support him 
were his immediate neighbors of the same town, 
who knew him better than 1 did. [Laughter on 
the Republican benches. ] 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. 


Is Mr. Gitmer in favor 


They knew me well 


politically, sir, and that from my boyhood I had | 
fouehtthe Democratic fight for years. They were | 


the leaders of the gentleman’s party, and I was 
but an humble soldier in the Democratic ranks, 
and many a liaid battle we have had with each 
other. 

My colleague says that he votes for Mr. Gii- 
MER upon his record. Is it the record of his vote 
in favor of the English bill? Is that the record 


' he supports? My colleague says he goes for him 


upon his record. 


**O! consistency, thou art a jewel.” 


Will my colleague vote for Mr. Gitmer again? 


If that was his || 


He makes no answer. With all kindness and re- 
spect, I may say that he dare not answer. That 
Republican gun is spiked. 

{Cries of ** Call the roll!’’ ‘* Let us vote!’’ &c., 
from the Republican benches: ] 


gentleman from Arkansas, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 
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So (one fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE withdrew the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE renewed it. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. If the motion does not 
prevail, | hope we shall continue to sit here. I 
am assured that a good many gentlemen on the 
other side called for the yeas and nays in order 
to be right on the record; and that having placed 
themselves on the record, they would be willing 
then toadjourn. Sucha want of nobility of char- 
acter I, for one, deprecate and detest. 

Mr. MOORHEAD demanded the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
a quarter past five o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 19, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- 
zens of New Jersey praying Congress to pass a 
law to prevent all further traffic in, and monopoly 


| of, the public lands of the United States, and that 


they be laid out in farms and lots for the tree and 
exclusive use of actual settlers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of M. C. 
Dunnier, praying remuneration for injuries re- 
ceived and losses sustained in consequence of the 
destruction, by fire, of a dredging machine, on 
board of which he was employed as sub-agent of 
the United States, in charge of the St. Mary’s river 
improvement; which was referred to the Commit. 
tee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the legal rep- 
resentativesofC.G Treicheland others, deceased, 
late clerks in the custom-house at Philadelphia, 
praying arrears of compensation due said clerks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Daniel Ab- 
bott, a soldier in the war of 1813, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of R. M. 
Brown and others, praying that pensions may be 
granted to the militia who served in the war of 
1812, and to the widows of those who have died, 
or may hereafter die; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Agnes Slacke and the 
heirs of De Repentigny, praying the confirmation of their 


| titles to certain lands in Michigan, with the papers accom- 


panying the memorial, on the files of the Senate, be referred 


| to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of A. J. Atocha, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the petition of David 


| H. Burr, late surveyor general of the Territory 
Mr. BARKSDALE. With the consent of the 


Mr. MOORHEAD demanded the yeas and 


nays. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


I do not believe there is 


any general disposition to have the yeas and nays | 


taken on the question. 


Mr. SPINNER. Let us have the yeas and 


| nays. 
On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— | 


ayes 36, noes 114. 
“Mr. BARKSDALE demanded tellers on the 

yeas and nays. 
Mr. COLFAX. 


‘tellers when the count shows that the yeas and 


nays have been ordered. 
he CLERK. Itis in order toascertain whether 


| the count is correct. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BurLincamME 


and Barkspa.e were appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


_ ayes 36, noes 114. 


of Utah, praying to ‘be allowed the salary apper- 


| taining to that office until he was relieved of the 


care and responsibility thereof by the transfer to 


| Governor Cumming, asked to be discharged from 
|| its further consideration, and that it be referred 


It is now too late to call for | 


to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Henry Etting, a purser in the Navy, praying that 
he may be credited with the amount paid by him 
to Lieutenant Rich, for servicesas judge-advocate, 
and disallowed on the settlement of his accounts, 
reported a bill (S. No.91) for the relief of Henry 
Etting; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. \ 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of John Shaw, praying remuneration for losses 
sustained by him in furnishing six companies of 
rangers on the Mississippi with provisions, am- 
munition, &e., during the late war with Great 


'| Britain, asked to be discharged from its further 
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consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- J 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia; which was 
agreed to. 

“Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 81) for the 
relief of Elizabeth M. Cocke, widow of Major | 
James H. Cocke, !ate marshal of the district of 
Texas, reported it without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the presentment of the grand jury to 
the circuit court of the United States for the south- 
ern district of Alabama, in relation to injuries done 
to the navigation of the bay and harbor of Mobile, 
by vessels engaged in the oyster trade, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bil! (S.No. 
80) for the relief of Jeremiah Moors, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report; which 


was ordered to be printed. | 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to | 
meet on Monday next. 


INVASION OF STATES. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. [I ask the Senate to take up 


the resolution which I introduced on Monday last, 


with respect to protecting States from invasion, | 


for the purpose of fixing it as the order of the day 
for Monday next, at half past one o’clock, when I 
shall ask leave of the Senate to make a brief ex- 
planation of the principles, objects, and necessi- 
ties of the legislation proposed by the resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois moves to take up the following resolution, 
with a view to fix a day for its consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 


structed to report a bill for the protection of each State and 
Territory of the Union against invasion by the authorities 
or inhabitants of any other State or Territory; and for the 
suppression and punishment of conspiracies er combina- 
tions in any State or Territory with intent to invade, assail, 
or molest the government, inhabitants, property, or institu 
tions of any other State or Territory of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that it be made the 
special order of the day for Monday next, at half 
past one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE POWER OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to introduce a bill for the pur- 
pose of reference. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 92) 
authorizing the courts to adjudicate the claim of 
the legal representatives of the Sieur de Bonne 
and the Chevalier de Repentigny to certain land 
at the Sault Ste. Marie, in the State of Michigan, 
was read twice by its ttle. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MASON. I object to that reference. I 
think it very important that the Senate should 
prescribe whatever it may think is a propeffeourse 
of action in the present condition of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I waive it. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to try the question. There 
has been prepared from the Journal a paper that 
I will read to the Senate, showing what has been 
the construction placed by the Senate upon like 
occasions heretofore. This paper was prepared 
in the Secretary’s office from the Jougnals of the 
Senate. 

“First Sesston—Twenty-Sixta Concress—1839-40. 

** Congress met Monday, December 2, 1839. The House 
elected a Speaker [Mr, Hunter] on Monday the 16th, and 
notified the Senate on Monday the 234, three weeks after 
the time fixed forthe meeting of Congress. 

** During this time the only business done in the Senate, 
was the presenting of credentials, submitting resolutions, 
appointing the committees, and executive business. 


* This delay in organizing the House was caused by tlie 
New Jersey contested-election case. 

“First Sesston—Tuirty-First Coneress—1849-50. 

** Congress met Monday, December 3, 1849. The House 
elected a Speaker (Mr. Cobb] on Saturday, the 22d of De- 
cember, and notified the Senate on Monday, the 24th, 
twenty-two days after the meeting of Congress. 

* During this time the business of the Senate was limited 
to the presenting of credentials, submitting resolutions, 
granting leave to withdraw papers, appointing committees, 
and executive business. 

“First Session—Tuirty-Fourtn Concress—1855-56. 

‘Congress met on the 3d December, 1855. The House 
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| elected a Speaker (Mr. Banks] on @e Qd of February, 
1856, and notified the Senate on the 4th, two months after 

| the meeting of Congress. 
** During this time the business done in the Senate wus 


|| presenting credentials, submitting resolutions, appointing 


| committees, presenting and referring memorials, petitions, 
| and papers, receiving and disposing of either by reference 
or printing, or both, of messages from the President, (includ 
ing the annual message,) and reports from the various 
Departments. 

** No bills were introduced, or anv report made by any 
committee of the Senate, until the House was organized.”’ 


These are the precedents taken from the Jour- 
| nals of the Senate. In looking back at what was 
| done, I observe that our predecessors here who 
| were able and practiced statesmen, not only had 
| scruples, but submitted to those scruples in re- 

fraining from action, whenever such a proposition 
| was made. I find, for instance, in 1839, which was 
| the time when Mr. Hunter was elected Speaker 
after a delay of fifteen days, on the 4th December: 


‘““Mr. Benton said, that though, in consequence of the 
other departinent of the Legislature not being organized, it 
would not be proper to transact legislative business, vet he 
considered there would be no impropriety in taking some 
initiatory steps towards procuring information as a basis of 
future legislative action. He would theretore submit some 
| resolutions of inquiry, if the Chair decided that it would 
be in order. 

* The Chair deciding that it would be in order, 

“Mr. Benron offered the following resolutions.’ 


They are various resolutions of inquiry from the 
Departments. After that, 


** Mr. CRITTENDEN gave notice that he would ask leave, 
| at the earliest day it would be proper to doa so, to bring ina 
| bill to authorize the purchase of the private stock in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal.” f . . . 
“Mr. WALKER gave notice that he would ask leave, at 
the earliest day it would be proper to do so, to introduce 
the tollowing bills.”’ * * * * 
* Mr. Cray, of Alabama, gave notice that he would ask 
| leave, at the earliest day it would be in order to do so, to 
introduce the following bills.”’ 


The resolutions of Mr. Benton, when they came 
up, were laid on the table, and not considered, 
In December, 1849, Congress met on the 3d, but 
a Speaker was not elected until the 27th. Onthe 
14th December, in the Senate: 


* Mr. Berrien rose and said: I hold in my hand a reso 
lution for the present consideration of the Senate, if there 
be no objection, orat some future time, as may be the wish 
of the body. The object of the resolution is to require the 
appointment of a committee to wait upon the President of 
the United States to notify him of the fact of our organiza 
tion, and our readiness to receive any communication he 
|} nay be prepared to make in relation to executive business. 

I have deemed it desirable, in the event of the continued 

postponement of the organization of the other branch of the 

national Legislature, that we may occupy ourselves in 
transacting that business which does not require the co 
operation of the other body.”’ 


The resolution was then sent to the desk. I 
was confined to business not legislative in its 
character. Mr. Clay, who then represented the 
State of Kentucky, and who was perhaps the 
longest-experienced statesman in that body, in 
| Speaking upon that resolution, offered in that 
cautious and restricted manner, said: 


“ With respect to precedents upon this subject, Lam un 
advised, though I have no doubt they could be found. When 
the samme state of things existed a few years ago in the 
House, it is well known that the Senate proceeded in the 
discharge of its executive duties. But, sir, in the absenee 
of all precedents in a case so rare and so much to be 
regretted—such as that which exists in the other branch 
of Congress—the importance of the case will supply the 
absence of precedents. 

“The only difficulty that occurred to my mind related to 
the deference and respect due to the other House. Buta 
moment’s reflection satisfied me that it was impossible that 

; any member of that louse could take umbrage or excep 
| tion at our proceeding to discharge our executive duties.” 
* * * 


j * * * * * * * 


*'The Senate, as is well known, occupies two relations 
| to the House of Representatives—both a legislative and a 
| judicial one; anda third relation, having no connection 
| with it—a relation to the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. Now, sir, though we are not able tu co ‘perate 
with the House, it certainly forms no reason why we should 
not perform our duties as u component part of the execu- 
tive of the country.”’ 


That Senator did not seem to entertain the idea 
that the Senate, until the House was organized, 
could proceed further than its executive duties, 

Again, in 1855, the Senate met on the 3d of De- 
cember; but the House was not organized until 
the 2d of February. I will call the attention of 
the Senator from Louisiana to the proceedings in 
the Senate in 1855, when there was no Speaker. 
Various petitions were introduced and referred, 
and then— 

“Mr. Surpen.. In pursuance of previous notice, I ask 


leave to introduce a bill to remove obstructions to the mouths 
of the Mississippi at the Southwest Pass,and the Pass 4 
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[ ask that it may be read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

“Mr. Cass. I thought it was understood that no bills were 
to be presented until the organization of the two Houses 
has taken place. 

“Mr. Supe te. Not for the purpose of reference? 

“The Presipent. The practice has been not to receive 
bills at all before the organization of the two Houses. 

“Mr. Supers. Leannot see any objection to receiving 
and referring them. 

“Mr. Sewarp. It was decided, with the consent of the 
whole Senate, yesterday, that bills could not be introduced. 

**Mr. Rusk. It is legislative business. 

“Mr. Bercer. I doubt very much whether it fs within 
the competency of this House to proceed to business before 
the organization of the other. Weare connected with the 
other House, as a legislative body, by the Constitation. I 
recollect that, on one occasion, the subject was very fully 
discussed by some of the old Senators; and it was held 
incompetent for this House to receive any bilis before the 
organization of the House of Representatives, { think they 
even WenLso tar as to refuse to receive any initiatory meas 
ure, such as a memorial, which might lead to legislation, 

“Mr. Stvarr. Lunderstand that the Senator from Louis 
iana does not urge the proposition. 

“Mr. Suipens. Certainly not.” 


And there it dropped; the bill was not intro- 
duced. Referring to the Journal of the Senate, it 
appears that during that long period of two months 
nothing was done; no step was taken further than 
presenting and referring memorials, petiuons, and 
papers; no bill was introduced at all. IT submit 
that those are the precedents; and it is not safe, 
in my judgment, to depart from those precedents. 
Was this a bill introduced ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was a bill intro- 
duced for reference. It was read twice, and a 


| motion was made to refer it to the Committee on 


Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MASON. Then I think this is a proper 
occasion to test the question 1 move to ny the 
bill on the table; and on that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

* "The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, | have-—— 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw the motion, to en- 

| able the Senator to proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By general con- 
cnt the motion will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have but very few remarks 
to make. Like the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, I am disposed always to pay great defer- 
ence to the former precedents of the Senate; but 
Ll have heard in none of those remarks which he 
has cited any question as to the authority of the 
Senate to proceed, if they saw fit todo so. Itis 
put generally on the ground that it might be dis- 
respectful to the House of Representatives. Lam 
unable to see any such ground. Lam unable to 
see, in all that | have heard, anything that would 
render it improper or inexpedient, on our part, to 
proceed with the preparation of legislative busi- 
ness, so that we may be enabled to act on it with 
more facility and safety, whenever, if at all, the 
coérdinate branch of the Legislature shall be or- 
ranized. I ean see no evils flowing from the in- 
troduction and reference and reporting of bills, 
The discussion upon their merits, the consum- 
mation of legislative business, so far as we are 
concerned, which would require a communication 
to the other branch, should not take place before 
its organization. There is nothing that I have 
heard fall from the honorable Senator which has 
satisfied me that we have not the authority. "There 
is nothing I have heard that shows me that there 
is any inexpediency or impropriety in our acting, 
as far as I have proposed to act, by the resolution 
which I offered yesterday, merely because the Sen- 
ate has not declined to act in previous cases. We 
probably have had but one instance that approaches 
the present, of a prolonged session of the Senate 
without the transaction of any business finally, 
in a legislative point of view. We do not know 
when the difficulty will terminate; but I can se 
no reason why we should not put our business in 
a stage in which we may proceed to the discus- 
sion of the merits of any measures before the 
Senate, when the other House shall be organized. 

It is wise and proper to stop there, in my judg 
ment. [tis a mere question of expediency; but I 
hope the Senate will adopt the rule which my res- 
olution proposes, unless some stronger reason 1s 
given in opposition to it than the mere fact that 
hitherto, when a few isolated cases of an evil of 
this kind have occurred, the Senate have not 
thought fit to proceed with business—-not that they 
| had not the power to do so. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, as the yeas 
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and nays have been called for, I deem it proper | Mr. FESSENBEN. Mr. President, I reiterate 1 


to say a word or two, because those who vote | 


acainst the Senate’s proceeding ear its busi- 
ness may be placed in the attitude of impeding 
the business of Congress; and Iam aware, that 
if the Senate should go on now to prepare and 
pass certain appropriation bills to pay the debt- 


ors of the Government, if those bills were hang- | 


ing here because they could not be received by the 
other House, it would operate as a pressure on 
ihe members of that House to expedite an organ- 
|, for one, am unwilling to take any step, 
unless there is a very apparent necessity for it, 
which may, by implication, operate as a pressure 
on the other House to hasten its action. Suf- 
ficient would it be to deter me frem voting for the 
resolution of my friend from Delaware, that in 
every instance of this kind that has occurred here- 
tofore in the history of Congress, the Senate has 
invariably abstained fromaction. There are three 
remarkable cases on record, in which, on each 
occasion, the Senate has decided to abstain from 
the action which is now soughtat its hands. Mr. 
Millmore, as Vice President, in the chair, ruled 
distinctly in one case, that under circumstances 
like the present, there was no power in the Senate 
to proceed to business. The views of Mr. Clay 
have been read to the Senate. In the case that 
occurred in 1855 and 1856, in a little debate in this 
body uvon a resolution being offered, the Presj- 


dent said: 


IZALION, 


* The question is on taking up the resolution. 
“Mr. Hunrer”’ 


1 note this because my friend from Virginia 
yesterday seemed to adopt a different opinion: 

“Mr. Honrer. I merely rise to suggest that I think it 
is unusual to enter upon any business of this character 
until the other Llouse is organized. This resolution asks 
the President to communicate with us in advance of his 
annual message. Ithink there is no precedent for sucha 
cal) on the President before the two Houses are organized 
ud ready to proceed to business. 

“Mr. Hare. thave no particular objection to the course 
suggested by the Senator from Virginia, though I do not 
myself see that there is any impropriety in passing this res 
olution now.” * " 4 _ ” . . ° 

“Mr. Hunter. I did not say that we had not the power, 
but | merely suggested that it was unusual, in advance of 
the President’s annual message, to call for a special mes 
sage.’’— Congressional Globe, Thirty- Fourth Congress, first 
session, page 8. 

In another case, which occurred at the same 
session, before the organization of the House of 
Representatives: 

“Mr. Suipet.. In pursuance of previous notice, [I ask 
leave to introduce a bill to remove obstructions to the 
mouths of the Mississippi, at the Southwest Pass and the 
Pass 4 POutre. task that it may be read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


“Mr. Cass. I thought it was understood that no bills 
were to be presented until the organization of the House.”’ 


Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. Mason has read that. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then I will not touch on 
these precedents. Now, sir, inmy humble view 
the legislative power of the Senate is derived en- 
urely from its Sele a coordinate branch of Con- 
gress. The legislative power is conferred on Con- 
gress. We can legislate only when there is a 
Congress. Although the passage read from the 
Constitution yesterday by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, speaks of the House as the body to elect a 
Speaker, when it declares that, ‘‘ the House of 
Representatives shall choose their Speaker and 


other officers,’* contemplating a House of Repre- 


sentatives before the election of its officers, still'a 
common-sense view ofitshows us that there is now 
no House of Representatives. In fact we donot 
know that a single member of that body is enti- 
tled to represent the constituents that he claims to 
represent. Theireredentials have not yet been pre- 


sented, they have not yet been examined. There | 


is a great number of contested seats, and they 
may all be contested for what we know to the con- 
trary, and they are no more a House of Repre- 


sentatives than if they were back, individually, | 


among their separate and individual constituencies, 
i say, then, we have no legislative power, there 
being no House in session, according to my judg- 
ment; and this leads me further to say, thatin my 
judgment all the bills which have been read once 
have been wrongly read, they are wrongly on our 
Calendar, they are wrongly referred, because there 
is nO more power to read a bill the first time, than 
the second or the third time. With this brief ex- 


planation, I shall vote with niy friend from Vir- || 


cia, [Mr. Mason. } 
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| what I said yesterday: that we do not feel our- | 


selves particularly responsible, on this side of the 
| House, for the course that the majority may see 
| fit to adopt with reference to proceeding to busi- 
ness. I, however, as one member of the Senate, 


am unwilling to be considered as disposed to sit | 
- - ‘ 
here week after week, and month after month, 


and do nothing, and attempt todo nothing, of the 
business which we are sent here to perform. I 
am willing to begin, unless it shall be shown me 
that we have no right to begin. 


Sut, sir, [do not | 


pretend to be any more industrious than other | 


people, and I have no disposition at all to contend 


AL GLOBE. _ 


January 19, 
we are concerned, being regularly organized, a 
Senate to all intents and purposes. met at the Cap- 
itol, in our proper place, on the day appointed by 
the Constitution to proceed to business here, we 
have aright todo so. Ofcourse we cannot com- 


pie any legislation. That is not in our power. 


“verything that we do is of course initiatory; it is 


| the beginning; but we have a right to begin. We 


should have a right to begin in my judgment, if 


there were but five members elected and in their 


very strenuously for the matter, if gentlemen on || 


the other Side of the House are disposed to do 
nothing until that indefinite period arrives when 


the House of Representatives may be organized. | 


i do not see the force ‘of the argument of the 
Senator from Florida, that by proceeding to busi- 
ness we might ring a pressure upon the other 
House which would affect its action and lead 
to an earlier organization. If it would have that 
effect, it certainly would not be a bad effect; 


and I do not think the country would suffer if | 


any consequence followed our action, such as the 
Senator has alluded to. That, instead of being 
an argument against proceeding, would with me 
be an argument in favor of proceeding, and pro- 
ceeding as soon as possible. I do not suppose, 
however, that any effect of that kind would be 
produced. I apprehend that the House of Rep- 


| resentatives has been long enough in session now, | 
and that the difficulty between the members has | 
gone so far, and the minds of members have | 
become so fixed, that they are not likely to be af- | 


fected by any inference that might be drawn from 
our action as to what our opinion was of the con- 
dition in which they find themselves. 


I have heard no argument on this point except | 


such as is drawn from precedents. 


Well, sir, | 


[ have a very considerable regard for precedents | 


when they are weil considered, and the subject 
is investigated; but not as much when I can 


imagine, from what I have seen, that the pre- | 


cedents in those cases arose rather from an in- 
disposition to proceed to labor than from any 


| very striking constitutional scruples in regard to 


it. My friend from Vermont [Mr. Corvamer] 


suggests that no vote was ever taken by the Sen- || 


|) ate on the subject. How did the question arise in | 


thecasesreferred to? Why, sir, during the periods 
the other House was in this condition formerly, 
it seemed that when the question arose here cer- 


tain gentlemen whose opinions I respect—more | 


particularly, however, when they have investi- 


seats in the other House, and we knew the fact, if 
the regular time arrived and we were constitution- 
ally in session. We can now proceed with our 
business just as far as it is competent for us at 
any time to proceed to do so. 

What is the constitutional objection now to our 
going forward, passing just what bills we see fit 
to pass, and sending them to the other House? 
What becomes of them when they get there, is 
nothing tous. They are there on the table, and 
may be taken up at the proper time. There is no 
difficulty about it. The objection that we cannot 
legislate, if it means that we cannot legislate finally 
to any end and effect, is well founded; but that we 
can initiate legislation is just as clear to my mind as 
any other matter can be; and we can go precisely 


| as far with it as if the other House were fully 


organized, and had done everything according to 
law necessary to put them ina proper shape to 


| proceed to initiate legislation themselves, or to 


finish any legislation that we may initiate in this 


| body. When Senaters will show me any diffi- 


culty arising from the Constitution itself—will 
show me anything besides passing opinions that 
have been advanced by other Senators on former 


| occasions, I may give some attention to them. I 
| would give a great deal more attention, however, 


if it had been solemnly decided by a vote of this 
body heretofore that we had no such right, and 
decided on the opinions of gentlemen whose opin- 
ions are entitled to great weight as constitutional 
lawyers; but the mere fact that, at various times 
heretofore, the Senate has seen fit to avail itself of 
the condition of things in the other House to do 
nothing, amounts to very little with me. Itisa 
sort of precedent for which I have very little re- 


| spect, however much I may have for the Senators 


gated a subject than when they merely express a || 


passing opinion—suggested that it might be well, 


| under the circumstances, not to proceed to busi- | 


ness. Was there any constitutional argument on 
the subject? Was there any vote? Was there any- 
thing which amounted to a decision ? 


Notatall. || 


I can very well imagine that Senators in those || 
days were very much like Senators in the present | 


day—and I confess I am one of them—rather 
willing, if a good excuse could be found, to adjourn 
over from Thursday to Monday and from Mon- 
day to Thursday again; but, sir, I think that no 
inference can be drawn from that mere casual 
expression of opinion, that it might be as well not 
to proceed to business on those occasions, for it 
amounts to nothing more. 

The question is to be settled by a reference to 


| the Constitution, and on reference to that instru- 


ment it appears that the very objection made by 


Senators that there is no House of Representa- || 
| tives, is met by that instrument itself—that there 


is, in fact, a House of Representatives. Besides, 
the want of a preeedent on other occasions has 


| been supplied by the fact that the President on 


investigating the subject came to the conclusion 
that there was a Senate and there was a House 
of Representatives, and he furnished both these 
bodies with his annual message, so that the ob- 


jection which was raised by the honorable Senator | 


from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,]} on a former occa- 
sion, is done away with. We are not attempting 
now to do anything in advance of the annual 
message of the President, a!:hough I think some- 


| thing was done before that message was received. 


In my opinion this matter has not two sides to it, 
It is as clear as anything can be, on an examina- 


' tion of the constitutional provisions, that so far as | 


| is nota House? 


who expressed the opinion at that time. 

Now, sir, I close as I began, by saying that, to 
me, itis rathera matter of indifference what course 
the Senate may see fit to adopt. If the question 
comes up on our right to act, I must vote accord- 
ing to my belief that we have a right unquestion- 
ably to go on from the beginning to the end with 
legislation, just as far as we can under any cir- 
cumstances. I know of nothing that should pre- 
vent us. If it comes to a question of expediency, 
that is another matter, upon which a different view 
might be taken by some gentlemen. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the Senator from 
Maine sits down, I should like very much to hear 
his suggestions on one point. He seems to assume 
in the argument that there is a House of Repre- 
sentatives. That seems to be taken for granted. 
I should like to hear how the Senator makes out 
the fact that there now is any such House. 

Mr: FESSENDEN. The gentleman says I 
seem to assume it. I have a right to presume it; 
I have a right to take it for granted. The consti- 
tutional provisions point out how the members 
of the House of Representatives shall be elected 
and qualified. I have a right to presume in the 
beginning that all that has been done. «The time 
is fixed when they are to meet. Then the Sen- 
ator probably asks me, do you not know the fact 
that they are not organized? I answer, yes, I do, 
outside, know the fact. Does that prove that it 
I say no. 

Mr. MALLORY. Just here I would remind 
the Senator that if he has a right to presume that 
there is a House, that right exists ca tes mem- 
bers are there or not. He woot ae further, and 
say the presumption is that the House is there, 
whether they come from their constituents or not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir, suppose it to 
be so. If the Constitution provides for the two 
branches constituting the Legislature, provides a 
mode of election, provides a time for the meeting 


| of the two branches of Congress, and one comes 


here perfectly organized and authorized to pro- 


ceed to business, but by some defect there is no 


other, I say, even then, if the regular time has 
arrived, there is no objection to the House that is 
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met going on and initiating legislation just as far strict parliamentary usage, but I supposed that such a no- || if it comes up, is designed as a test question on 


7 _ : ‘ . . tice as | have given would be in order. We are sufficiently 
2A VER f r * »? mriaeliae ® . J he *<X pe P gr Cg » Se 
as it pleases. What harm is done? No legisla- || Grsanized, 1 apprehend, for purposes of ihis sort, although || ‘®¢ right or on the expediency; because Senators 


tion can be perfected. Weare constitutionally IN || we have no committees as yet. The notice is amere warn may vote differently on those questions. I might 
session as a branch of the Legislature. W hat ob- ing to the Senate of what a member designs to bring for- || or might not be disposed to vote for the resolution 


jection is there to our proceeding? But much less ward at a future day. Tam not aware of any restriction || because it is a mere question of what we'will do, 


‘ © . upon the giving of such warning. It seems to me to be . . 
See , : é f : sre , £ Maxt a0 . ; : ’ » re » 
whe n; Por os fact, we know that ther we fully time, at all events, to make some movement in the but it does not se tele anything as to the right of 
House of Representatives, not only according to _ pusiness of the session. proceeding. If you want to have a precedent, let 

the sense, but according to the letter of the Con- “The Vice Presipent. Does the Senator desire the |, us make one directly. 
stitution. We know that that House has assem- | Pinion of the Chair upon the question as to whether it is Mr. HUNTER. | It seems to me that the res- 


. : in order to give the notice at this time? 
“i+ ¢ TA , LEE or 7 ] 22 aot > rier . » ° f° 
bled; and .we know that that House is proceeding ‘Mr. Unperwoop. I should certainly be glad to have olution does settle the right; because it proposes 


with reference to its organization. There is noth- | the point determined.” to go through with the first stages of a bill. If 
ing that requires us to wait until that organization 
has actually taken place. 

The Senator from Florida heard the discussion 
yesterday, I presume, upon that point. Can he 


we have a right to do that, we have a right to go 
further. On the question of expediency, it seems 


to me the resolution is right. I think it effeets 
the precise purpose which the gentleman who of- 


Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, interposed at this 
point with a suggestion on the subject, and then 
the Vice President gave his decision: 


answerany of the arguments drawn from the Con- is Saat ao Sune lees saa eae = ad Chair || fered it desires. Z 
. . . 5 . . . ° Ss, « ree ectec F egisiz re Dusiness |) . *PeOOMmAT *~r 7 . 
stitution itself? It is said that all legislation must | ay be had until both Houses are organized. As notice of Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I ask that it may 


be by a Congress consisting of a Senate and House | the introduction of a bill is a necessary antecedent step to || be read again. Perhaps I misapprehended its 
of Representatives. Well, sir, there is a Senate, the introduction of a bill, and one which relates to the busi purport. 


there is a House of Representatives, according to | PSs of legislation, in the opinion of the Chair it is not now The resolution was read. 
° in order to give such notice. 


the Constitution, Now, sir, it is not necessary, ‘‘ After an interval of some time, there being no business Mr. FESSENDEN. Inferentially, perhaps, it 
it prdVes nothing by way of argument, that the || before the Senate— does settle the question of power. 

Senator should put an extreme case tome. I put || “On motion, the Senate adjourned.”"—Congressional Mr. BAYARD. ‘The resolution assumes the 
the case that actually exists. Weact upon things | ©!0b¢, Thirty-First Congress, first session, page 10. right of the Senate to act, but determines that we 
as they are, not upon things as they may be; and I have always been educated, Mr. President, || will not, on grounds of expediency, proceed to 


I am arguing this matter upon the existing state _ to have great respect for precedents. ‘They are || that stage of any bill or resolution where diseus 

of facts. What is that existing state of facts? | not binding, if you please; one Senate can ‘undo || sion arises on its merits, We propose to stop 
That here is a Senate duly and properly organ- | the acts of another; but here there were but three |} there, from respect to the other Roun: but, asa 
ized ; that there isa House of Representatives met, | occasions in the last twenty years when the same || matter of eicpedh ney, to put our business in such 
but not organized. Now, the question is, whether |, state of things existed in relation to the, other || a state that we can go on with it rapidly, when- 
an absolute organization of both is necessary in legislative branch which exists now; and on all || ever the other House shall be organized. I have 
order to enable that one whigh is properly organ- _ three of those occasions the thing was so manifest | yet heard no argument against the constitutional 
ized and qualified to initiate legislation at the || to the mind of the Senate at that day, that it was | power, except the decision of a former Vice Pres- 
proper time and in the proper place and under the | not pressed. I move to lay the bill on the table, | Ident, as a question of impression; that is all. 


proper circumstances. I can see no sort of argu- | as a test question. There is no reason given in the decision of Mr. 
ment against the position, Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to || Fillmore; ‘itis the impression of the Chair,”’ was 

Mr. MALLORY. The argument of the Sen- |, make a single suggestion? his language, without any reason in support of it 
ator from Maine is valueless, baseless, unless, Mr. MASON. Certainly. whatever. Tam as willing as any one to Pe bound 


when you follow it out to its legitimate conclu- Mr. HALE. I simply want to suggest that I by precedent to all proper extent; but there has 
sion, it is equally strong; and when roe follow it || think it would be proper, if this is intended as a || been no decision by the Senate that we have not 
out to the legitimate conclusion, namely, that there || precedent, to put it in a more expressive form, this power; and in my judgment, it would be dan 
is a House in fact, because you presume it from || and that a vote on the resolution of the Senator || gerous tomake adecision that we have not. ‘There 
the Constitution, whether the members are there |, from Delaware will do it; because a simple mo- || may be circumstances under which it would be 
or not, the Senator from Maine, with his usual || tion to lay the bill on the table may be construed the duty of the Senate to proceed to a certain ex- 
logical frankness, admits that he puts that extreme differently. The resolution of the Senator from || tent; and certainly I see no reason why we should 
case; that his argument does go to that extent; | Delaware meets the whole case. be detained here, doing nothing and having noth- 


and we have the legislative power, because he || Mr. MASON. I was not aware that there was ing to do, when we can be preparing business, 
presumes there is a House in existence, when || such a resolution. | without trenching upon courtesy to the House of 
in fact there may not be a member there. That Mr. BAYARD. I ask that my resolution be || Representatives, and without the most distant 
is the conclusion; and unless he can sustain that | taken up. I am perfectly willing to take a vote || approach to a want of courtesy, by limiting our 
conclusion his argument has no weight whatever. | on it without debate. action so that we shall not take a final proceeding 
The Constitution evidently presumed the fact that Mr. MASON. Very well. which would necessarily require transmission to 
there wasa House. Itneverpresumedthatmem- || The VICE PRESIDENT. Thenthe question them. Isee no reason why, in regard to the in- 


bers would come together and discuss a question is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan, || terests, of our constituents, with legislative pro- 
of whether they should organize, for two or three || that the bill be referred to the Committee on Pri- || pricty and legislative authority, we should not 
weeks atatime. The presumption wasundoubt- | vate Land Claims. proceed as far as the resolution contemplates. 

edly that may would organize at the earliest day Mr. BINGHAM. I withdraw the motion, if |; Mr. FOSTER. This resolution, Mr. President, 
possible to do the public business, and on that | the question can be taken on the resolution of the it is said, grants the power of the Senate, in tts 


assumed fact it went on to call it a House. I | Senator from Delaware. present condition, to act legislatively; and the 
repeat again, unless the Senator from Maine can || Mr. HALE. Then I move to take up the res- || Senator from Delaware proposes that we exercise 
sustain the extreme conclusion to which his ar- || olution of the Senator from Delaware. Perhaps this power up to a certain point, and say that we 
gument goes, then in fact there is nothing in it. we can have a vote on that without debate. | will stop there. I think the resolution may be 


The \ ICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to move to refer the |) misunderstood—certainly as it respects the reason 
from Virginia renew his motion that the bill lie || bill which has been introduced by the Senator || why we stop at a certain stage. Some may think 





on the table? from Michigan. that we stop at that stage because we have not the 

Mr. MASON. Ido not mean to protract the The VICE PRESIDENT. There is now a_,, constitutional power to go further. Some may 
debate, but I wish to say one word in reference | motion before the Senate. think and understand the resolution to mean, not 
to what fell from the Senator from Maine. He Mr. SIMMONS. I presumed I could move to || that, but that we have power to carry !sgislation, 
does not seem to have any regard for the prece- | refer the bill. so far as we are concerned, through all its stages, 
dents of the Senate since 1839, now twenty years, || The VICE PRESIDENT. Thereisa motion || but stop at a certain point out of courtesy, as the 
and assumes | now before the Senate; it is to take up the follow- Senator from Delaware says, to the other House, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I stated how far I had || ing resolution of the Senator from Delaware: or on grounds of expediency. Well, sir, if this 


respect for precedents. Resolved. That until notice shatl have been received from || Tesolution grants, as it is said it does, and 2s I 

Mr. MASON. And assumes that they are not || the House of Representatives of its organization, the Sen- |, think it does, the power of the Senate to act in 
to be taken for precedents, because there was no || ate will not proeced to the third reading of any bill or joint | their legislative capacity, I am opposed, for one, 
vote on those occasions. Sir, they struck me as resolution, or the final action on any business requiring the to sa ying that we wil! not hereafter act, until the 
precedents of the more impressive character, be- || “°"¢¢7""°* 5 Se es ape 
cause there the whole Senate, after consideration, 


other House shall be organized, beyond a certain 
stage, when we have the power to act fully. It 


The motion was agreed to. 


after the subject had been brought before them, || The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is | seems to me it is sufficient if we are wise enough 
deemed it a matter so clear that no vote wasasked, | before the Senate. for the exigencies of to-day, without saying pos- 
and no dissent expressed. The record shows Mr. MASON. That resolution does not cover | itively what we will do hereafter. Iam therefore 
that no business was donc, further than to refer || the question at all. 't does not come within the | opposed to the passage of the resolution. 
petitions. There has been brought to my notice | precedents. I move to lay the resolution on the Mr. FESSENDEN. I have a suggestion to 
since I spoke last, by the honorable Senator from || table, so as to test the question in the original way | make in confirmation of what my friend from 
Florida—the investigation was made for me this || I proposed. Connecticut has said. Suppose that I am very de- 
morning in a hurried manner—the fact that the Mr. BROWN and others called for the yeas || cidedly in favor of proceeding to pass bills through 
Vice President, the Presiding Officer of the Sen- || and nays. all their stages, and, destring to do so, I vote 
ate, Mr. Fillmore, upon this question made a Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator from || against the resolution: my vote, considering that 
decision that was acquiesced in at once. Virginia will withdraw his motion for the present. || asa test, is placing me, Without an explanation, in 
Mr. Underwood, a Senator from Kentucky, | Mr. MASON, Certainly, to accommodate the || the position of denying our power to ae anything 
ave notice of his intention to ask leave to intro- || Senator. ; | It may be so construcd because I vote against the 
uce a bill on the 11th of December, 1849. It || Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely wish to ask a | resolution. My friend from Connecticut is in the 
was objected to. Mr. Underwood said: | question of the Senator from Virginia; and that same condition. It evidently appears, o!so, on 






“Mr. Unperwoop. I am not very well versed, sir, in || is, whether his motion to lay this bill on the table, || the other hand, that a Senator may vote for it on 
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grounds that would not be in affirmation or denial | comes to read the bill a third time, then will be the || 


of the power, one way or another. If it passes, 


it i8, to be sure, affirming the power of the Senate | 
to a certain point; but if it is negatived, in con- | 


sequence of the votes of those who hold that we 
ought to proceed through all the stages of bills, 
then the inference is—certainly it may be so con- 
strued—that the Senate have decided that they 
have not power to do it. Therefore, I think my 
first impression in reference to it is correct, that 
while in one event it may affirm the power, in the 
other it may in fact be construed to deny the 


power, when it is not the intention of Senators so | 


voting to deny it, 
Mr. HUNTER. 


Allow me to suggest to the | 


Senator from Maine a mode in which he can ac- | 


complish his purpose. He can move to amend 
the resolution; ca if he fails to amend it so as to 
make it correspond with his own views, he may 
then vote for it. t 
ency, and show his own opinions. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I would prefer that the 


He will thus save his consist- | 


Senator from Virginia should propose the amend- | 


ment, and raise the question. 


Mr. HUNTER. ‘The Senator differs from me 


in opinion in regard to the expediency of the case, | 
and therefore I could not propose an amendment 
such as he has indicated. He can only show his | 


opinion by moving an amendment to the resolu- 
tion, and taking the sense of the Senate on that. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It seems to me that if 
the gentlemen from Maine and Connecticut would 
consider this resolution a little, it must be under- 
stood by them as meeting their views entirely. It 
affirms the power of the Senate to proceed legis- 
latively so far as regards its own part of the legis- 


lative avthority; but it goes further, and declares | 


that, from considerations of expediency, we will 
not proceed further with it than the reading of a 
bill a second time. That is what the resolution 
says; that is the meaning of it—nothing else. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Suppose I believe that we 


not only possess the power, but ought to exercise 
it, and go as far as the final passage of a bill—how 
shall I vote on this resolution? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It scems to me you 
should vote for the resolution, because, when- 
ever you can get a majority of the Senate to con- 
cur with you on that point, as they have already 
expressed their concurrence with you as to the 
power, they will pass the bill. When you can 
persuade them that it is expedient to proceed, 
they will have no doubt about the power, and 
will vote with you onthe question of expediency. 

Mr. COLLAMER. j 
committed themselves by the passage of this res- 
olution asserting that we ought not to exercise the 
power by pasSing the bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senate is looking 
now for some rule. i think that with this affirm- 
ance we ought to be satisfied. ’ 
have the power, that must satisfy these gentlemen 
on that part of the question. 
diency of the casc, I did not suppose there was 
any grave question on that point. If the Senate 
have the power of proceeding further, it will be 
competent for them at all times, when it shall be- 
come ‘a their opinion expedient to proceed further, 
to say so and do so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am a little embarrassed 
about this proposition now, although I like two 
thirds of it at any rate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator from Rhode 
Island will allow me, I will present an amendment 
which | think will meet the question directly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 was going to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Delaware, that if this 
proposition be withdrawn, I will make the motion 
which I made before. I think it better to take 
the question in the state in which it arose. 


mittee a bill that had been read twice, and that is 
the precise point at which I want to affirm our 
right to act, for, as I understand the Senator from 


As to the expe- 


| 
| 





| a Speaker,’’ it would present the question exactly 


| ness, although they had no Speaker. 


jut they will have already 1 


When we say we | 


| the House, as is contained‘in the resolution offered 


if he will put it in that way. 


| mittees to prepare them for action. If we do that, 
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time to take the other question. By this mode we 
all understand what we are about, and I have 
always noticed that when you take business in 
the natural order in which it arises, you will 
always hitit best. If the Senator from elawruns 
will withdraw this resolution, we may take the 
sense of the Senate upon the propriety of going 
so far with initiating business here as to read bills 
twice, with a view to their reference to the com- 


I think we shall have time to attend to a good deal 
of business before we come to the other question 


of reading them a third time. 1} 
I offer an amendment to || 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
the pending resolution, which I think will present 
the question directly. It is to strike out all after 
the word ** That,’’ and insert: 

Until a House of Representatives has met and organized, 
the Senate has no constitutional power to transact legisla- 
tive business. 

Upon that I should like to have the yeas and | 
nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. i 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I would suggest to the 
Senator trom Illinois that it is possible this may | 
not meet the question very precisely. There may 
be a difference of opinion as to what constitutes | 
organization. If the Senator would add after the 
word ‘‘ organized”’ the words * by the election of 


as it now stands before us. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Idonotthink the electiou 
of a Speaker would be necessary. I think a House 
might meet and we might transact legislative busi- 
I should 


If the House 


not like to confine it in that way. 


| of Representatives has met and organized, al- 


tnough there might be no Speaker, | think we 
could transact lecislative business. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President 
Mr. MASON. If the Senators will allow me, 
I have but a word to say. I agree entirely with 
the purposes of the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, but I] submit to him whether 
the test of the organization of the other House | 
should not be in the form of a communication of 





by the Senator from Delaware. I will read for 
information only, what I have sketched here; but 
1 am perfectly willing to take that of the Senator 
I had sketched this 
as a substitute: 

That until the Senate is informed by a communication | 


from the House of Representatives that the House is or- | 
ganized and ready to proceed to business, the Senate is not 


| competent to proceed to any legislative business. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That will mect my views. | 


I would suggest, however, to the Senator from 


| Virginia, whether it would be best to confine it 


Virginia, the precedents go to the extent of show- | 
ing that on occasions when there has been pro- | 


tracted delay in the organization of the House of 
Representatives, the Senate had proceeded no fur- 
ther than to refer matters to committees. That is 


the precise condition we are in now; a motion was | 


made to refer a bill after it had been read twice to 
acommittee, upon which this discussion came up. 
I thought we could take the sense of the Senate 
upon that motion, and when the proposition 


| been ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 


The || 


debate arose on the question of referring to a com- | 


| powers of the Senate of the United States are to 
| depend upon the fact whether the House of Rep- | 


to a communication from the House, if we ascer- |! 


tained the fact that they were organized and ready 
to proceed to business. 

Mr. MASON. I do not make it as a technical 
question, a matter of form; but the only way we | 
can official!y know that the other House is organ- 
ized, is by a communication from the House. It | 
is the invariable usage, when the House is organ- 
ized, to inform us of the fact; and, therefore, I 


think it is safer to allow the House to determine || 
| when it is organized, and we should not appear to 


interfere. If the Senator will allow me, if he will | 
withdraw his amendment, I will offer this as a 
substitute. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I will do so. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It may be done by 


unanimous consent; the yeas and nays having 





Now, the question is on the amendment of the | 
Senator from Virginia, to strike out all after the | 
word ** That,’’ and insert: 

Until the Senate is informed by a communication from | 
the House of Representatives tbat the House is organized | 
and ready to proceed to business, the Senate is not compe- 
tent to proceed to any legislative business. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it strikes 
me as remarkably singular that the constitutional 


resentatives chooses to send a communication of | 
any character to us. The amendment contem- | 
plates that. I admit that it is not probable such | 
a contingency will arise; but suppose, from bad | 


| feeling engendered in the minds of members of | 


: » 


the House of Representatives, or anything else, | 


|, of our power to do it. 


, 





January 19, 
they should choose never to inform the Senate 
that they were organized, are the constitutional 
powers of this body toend? It strikes me that this 
amendment is subject to very serious objection. 

Mr. MASON. I would say, in a word, that I 
cannot conceive ofa case where the House of 
| Representatives is organized, that it will not in- 
form us. It is the invariable practice. It is not 
only courtesy, but it is a part of their constitu- 
tional duty to let us know that a Congress has 
been formed. Certainly, it is the safest course 
and the most courteous course to leave the House 
to determine when it is organized and ready to 
proceed to business, and when it is not; but if by 
possibility a case should eccur when the House 
was organized and yet did not inform us, and we 
knew it would rot inform us, we might pass a 
different resolution. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Icannotvote forthe amend- 
ment. The Constitution and laws of the coun- 
try require that members of Congress shoujd be 
cal: and should assemble at this time to trans- 
| act business. 


{ think we have the right to pre- 

| sume the fact independently of any knowledge. 
I have no doubt that there is now a House of 
Representatives for certain purposes. I have no 
doubt that the power of the Senate is complete. 
I agree with the Senator from Delaware. | would 
not, as a matter of expediency just now, be dis- 
posed to put bills through; though I have no doubt 

I cannot, therefore, vote 
for this amendment.# 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. MASON. 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. [VERSON.’ I desire to know from the 
Senator from Virginia who has offered this amend- 
ment what he understands by the transaction of 
legislative business. Will it preclude us from in- 
troducing any matter to the Senate, memorials, 
petitions, resolutions, &c., and having the action 

of the Senate, referring them to commmittees, or 
making any other disposition of them? Does it 
preclude the committees from examining cases 
and making reports tothe Senate? It appears to 
me that all this is legislative business. o mo- 
tion can pass, no resolution can pass, no order of 
the Senate can be made, withouta vote; and every 
step we take upon anything is an action of the 
body, and may be legislative action. I want to 
know of the Senator from Virginia what he means 
by legislative action; because, if we are to be pre- 
cluded from all sort of business, we might as well 
simply meet here every day and immediately ad- 
journ. I shall vote against the proposition, if that 
1s the scope and tenor of it. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out from the 
amendment the words ** by a communication from 
the House of Representatives;’” so that it will 
read, when amended: 

That until the Senate is informed that the House is or- 
ganized and ready to proceed to business, the Senate is not 
| competent to proceed to any legislative business. 

Mr. MASON. It seems to me to be safer to 
| express in the resolution, as the sense of the Sen- 
ate, that the House of Representatives alone can 
determine when it is organized, and we cannot 
determine that officially but from the House. 1 
| cannot, therefore, assent to the Senator’s sug- 

gestion; but if my amendment be so amended, it 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


'| will be very acceptable to me, if the Senate adopt 


it in that shape. 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall vote against the resolu- 
tion and against both amendments, and will very 
briefly give my reasons. The power to legislate 
of course belongs to Congress, and Congress is 
composed of two bodies, a Senate and a House 
of Representatives; but each acts independently 
of the other. The Senate alone cannot male a 
law; but the Senate may mature a bill, go through 
all the forms required in the Senate, and then 
send it to the House of Representatives. I can- 
not admit, therefore, that we have not the consti- 
tutional power to act. I should think it would be 
| a very sad condition, if the House should be de- 
| layed until within one week of the end of the 
| Congress, if, in the mean time, the Senate had 
| not the power to prepare any of the business on 
_ which the House in that short time could act. I 
| do not think it is required by the Constitution, and 
| U think it would be inexpedient. ‘ 
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Then again I am unwilling to vote for the ori- || believé so. Then the Very point is arrived at || 


ginal resolution, because, though1 concur with the || 


Senator from Delaware that in the present state of 
the case we ought not to send a bill to the House 


of Representatives, I am not prepared to say how i 


long I shall maintain that opinion. It is a mere 
matter of expediency; it may vary with the day 
or with the wera. 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to suggest that this isa mere resolution, 
which can be revoked whenever a majority of the 
Senate see fit to proceed further. It is only an 
order for the present, and, if he prefers it, I will 
amend it by inserting the words ** until otherwise 
ordered.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Surely, being the action of the 
Senate, the Senate has power to revoke it. | 
would say, however, with great deference to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, that 
1 am not willing to vote for any opinion, declara- 
tion, or order of the Senate of a general character, 
when I know it to be exceptional, depending on 
a mere question of expediency which may vary 
within twenty-four hours We have that as per- 


fectly under our control without the order of the || 


Senate as with it. It is always in the power of 
the Senate to refuse to pass a bill to its third 
reading without any such general declaration. It 
is in the power of the Senate to approach that 
oint and there to stop, as well without the dec- 
aration as with it. The declaration amounts to 
nothing, because we can repeal it whenever we 
please. 

Again: I am not prepared to say that we may 
not find it a necessary resort to send bills to the 


House of Representatives and compel them either | 


to receive the bills or to expose the fact that legis- 
lation lingers because of the want of their organ- 
ization. It may be a means to which the Senate 
will resort to force the House to an organization, 


and expose the fact that legislation is delayed by | 
I am op- | 


the failure of the House to organize. 
posed, therefore, to the resolution, and all the 
amendments. 


Mr. MASON. I omitted to say, when I was 


up before, what my respect for and courtesy to | 
P ; p 


the honorable Senator from Georgia required. He 
asked me what was the meaning of the resolution 
that we should proceed to no legislative business? 


He desired to know what was meant by legislative | 


business. I can give no other answer than that 
the Constitution vests the legislative power in 
Congress. What legislative business ts, the Sen- 
ate must determine under the Constitution. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


any business at all, a resolution was presented by 
the Senator from California [Mr.Gwiy] to direct 
a certain committee—the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, I believe—to make certain 
inquiries. I objected to it. I understood that the 

ractice of the Senate had been not to entertain 
egislative business in the unorganized state of the 
House of Representatives. I objected to the res- 
olution, trusting and hoping that something would 
be said or done that would determine our action 
at that time. However, nothing wasdone. The 
resolution merely lay over, and was finally passed 
—I believe the nextday. Now we come to the 
question again. It has now arisen. Much has 
been said on it. The first thing is, what is legis- 
lative action ? 

Mr. President, we have two functions of duty 
as Senators: one is executive, and [ take it that 
anything else which we can do must be legislative 
business, for we have but two branches of busi- 
ness to perform—one is executive, and the other 
is legislative. In giving a definition of what is 
legislative, I shall merely say that it iseverything 
which is notexecutive. The present amendment, 
therefore, would prevent the initiation of business 
altogether. We have already gone far beyond the 
ground now taken. 
haye received bills from committees; we have re- 
ceived them this morning. We have been at work 
not merely in referring matters to committees, but 
have received reports of committees—have re- 
ceived bills from committees. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. And read them twice. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir; several of them 
were bills which were read twice, and referred to 
committees. Besides, we have received bills from 
committees, and read them also; whether they 
reached a second reading I do not know, but TI 


In the beginning of this | 
session, and very soon after we commenced to do 


We have received bills; we | 


|| where the general discussion as to the merits of 
|| the bills must necessarily arisé. Even the Sen- 
|| ator from Delaware (Mr. Bararp] does not con- 
|| template that we shall enter upon the great dis- 
cussion of legislative questions at all. Why, Mr. 
President, the whole discussion always takes place 
before the third reading of a bill, practically and 
in fact 


Mr. BAYARD. My resolution is, that we will 





not proceed to the third reading of bills. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. The discussion of the 


merits takes place when the question comes up 
whether you will allow a bill to be read a third 
|| time. 
Mr. BAYARD. Exactly. 
|| Mr. COLLAMER. It takes place before the 
|| third reading of a bill. Then the whole diseus- 
sion will have been gone through with, the work 
will all have been done. To my mind, when you 


that, you have gone too far to get back; you must 
go through. Consistency will be preserved in no 
other way. 

The point is, then, whether we shall proceed 
with legislative business at all, or whether we 
shall proceed with it to the end. There may be 
a question, as the Senator from Mississippi well 
remarks, arising on each bill on its final passage, 
| whether we shall passit.on that day. That may 
arise on account of the condition of the other 
House, or various other reasons may operate on 
gentlemen’s minds. 

The original resolution is drawn in such away 
that if a man wishes to vote in favor of the first 
part and not the latter part of it, he must yote 
against it altogether, and so record his vote against 
that part of the resolution which he desires to fa- 
vor. Ithasthis Janus face to it, this double aspect, 


| slip down as far off the eaves of the house as || 


by which we are precluded from expressing our | 


true opinions in relation to it. 
I am not proposing to argue the constitutional 
ower of the Senate at this time. I think that 
lan been sufficiently considered and remarked 
upon; but I must say that I entertain somewhat 
the same opinion as the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, that the time may come—whether it 
has come to-day [shall not say—when IF think it 
would be best for the country that this power 
which exists in the Senate to proceed with their 
legislative duties should be performed and all per- 
formed, and their bills, especially the most im- 
portant, should be well considered, well digested, 
disposed of, passed, and sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and if they choose to stand, either 
from necessity or any other cause, between the 
business of the country and the country itself, let 
them be responsible, and net us. I do not say 
| that that period, in my opinion, has arrived to-day, 
but I can easily conceive that it may arrive; and 
|| I shall certainly think it our duty to go that far 
| when it does arrive. 
The honorable Senator from Delaware says 
| that his proposition is a mere resolution, and that 
| it is in the power of the Senate to supersede it at 
any time. So it is; but if they reconsider the res- 
olution in that respect, they will also reconsider 
and recede from the opinion expressed in the first 
part of the resolution as to the possession of this 
power. Ido not desire to reconsider that. I think 
it is an unfortunate connection of the two points 
| together in the same resolution, and prefer that 
| they should be presented in separate and distinct 
resolutions, 

I do not now desire to discuss particularly the 
merits of the resolution; but believing as [ do that 
there is a Congress; that Congress is sitting; and 
that the President and his predecessor well con- 
sidered this subject when they communicated with 
us at this session, and at a former Congress when 
a similar difficulty existed ; believing that Congress 
is now existing, performing its respective duties 
in the two Houses according to the best judgment 
of the members of each House, as is audbabtedly 
their right and duty to do, I think we should per- 
form our duty at least at any time that wé think 
| proper to do so; and I do not choose to foreclose 
| myself on that point by saying we never will do 
it; but I am for performing that duty all the way 
through when the proper occasion arises. 


ioh which, if the pending propositions be with- 
drawn, I will offeras a resolution to precede that 





Mr. FESSENDEN. eI have drawn a resolu- | 


|| of the Senator from Delaware—not to strike that | 


GLOBE, 


| be metin another way. 
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out; and by taking a vote on it in this way we 
may arrive at a satisfactory result: 





Resolved, That itis within the constitutional competency 
of the Senate to proceed with legislative business througts 
allits stages, before the organization of Ure House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

There is the question directly. If that was acted 
on and adopted, it would not preclude the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. lI desired some time ago 
to make this suggestion: I have noticed that there 
is alWays great difficulty in so framing these gen- 
eral résolutions as to mect the views of all Sena- 
tors; whereas the precise point at issue can readily 
f the honorable Senator 
from Virginia, who originally moved to lay upon 
the table the motion to read a bill the first time, 
had raised a point of order that the bill could not 


| be read the first time, because the Senate was not 
| competent to go on with legislative business, that 


| them. 


point of order would have been decided by the 
Chair, and then either side dissatisfied with the 
decision could have taken an appeal, and that 
appeal would have settled that question; and thus 
the precise point before the Senate would have 
been reached without having recourse to these 
general resolutions, which frequently go either 
too far or not far enough—are not framed with 
sufficient care and deliberation in the hurry of our 
business here. If some gentleman will move 
again to read a bill the first time, and the Senator 
from Virginia, or some one who entertains his 
views, will object to that reading upon the ground 
that it is not in order, under the Constitution, to 
proceed to read a bill in the present condition of 
Congress, or of the other House, we should meet 
the precise question before us; and so when a 
second or third reading was called for; and there 
would then be no necessity for framing these 
general resolutions, which we ought all well to 
consider before we agree to vote for or against 
This establishing general constitutional 


principles by general resolutions, framed in the 


| sideration before the Senate. 


hurry of debate, is a hazardous proceeding. The 
other mode will bring us to a point better to ac- 
complish the object I have desired. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Then I will make a motion 
which will reach that point. I offered a bill yes- 
terday which reached the second reading. I move 
now to read it a second time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
pending. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator from Louisiana that the course of pro- 
ceeding he suggests would go but a short distance. 
It only goes to the first reading of the particular 
bill as a question of order. ‘Then we should have 
another question of order on the second, and an- 
other on the third reading. We could not estab- 
lish a general rule,as he suggests. I should like 
to have this matter disposed of. The amendment 
I suggested brings the point directly under con- 
It affirms that we 
have the power. We may affirm that power, and 
yet we may, if we choose, then also adopt the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, Which is, that it is not expedient to proceed 
beyond a certain stage. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Maine will 
allow me, I ask would not the resolution offered 
by him apply equally if the Senate were 1n session 
in the month of November, called together for 
executive business merely, as well as to the Sen- 
ate sitting while Congress is in session? I think 
his resolution would; and f think that illustrates 
the danger, which the Senator from Louisiana has 
pointed out, of attempting to decide such a ques- 
tion by general resolutions. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think a sufficient answer 
to that is, that every resolution must be taken 
subject to the existing state of facts. We pass it 
under debate, with reference to a state of facts 
perfectly known to us all, and which is explained 
to everybody, and it refers to that as a matter of 
course. It assumes all that is necessary 

Mr. DAVIS. Butit endures beyond the oeca- 
sion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all. It has no 
binding force on anybody but ourselves, in refer- 
ence to this exact state of facts; and the moment it 
is sought to be applied to anything else, the answer 


A question is now 





| is obvious. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The quest ion ison 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 











fhe 


npr wa 


RP THE WE FH 


rey yews 


oan Cort ASA 
kes «> ee 








522 


shire to the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. POWELL. I fully concur in the opinion 
expressed by the Senator from Mississippi on 
this matter; and, in order to test the views of the 
Senate, I move to lay the resolution and amend- 
ments all on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it is well to consider the 
motion which is made just at this point. It does 
not dispose of the question. It merely lays it on 
the table, subject to be called up in the morning. 
It is no decision of the Senate, to lay the propo- 
sition on the table. Itisnotas itis in the f 


louse | 


atall. Itmerely postpones its consideration, just | 
as if I should rise and move to postpone the con- | 


sideration of the resolution. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think it would be no 


misfortune if it should be laid on the table, or post- | 
poned for further consideration. I think my friend | 


from ae will agree with me, that it is a 
matter on which we ought to act with great delib- 
eration. It affects the constitutional power of this 


House, and may affect it, under these general res- | 


olutions, under circumstances which we cannot 


now anticipate. I am very slow to relinquish the | 


powers of this House, very slow to curtail the 
powers of this House, by any precedent we should 
now set on the subject. ‘There may be other in- 
stances and other times when this question may 
be of very great importance. I hope it will be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
seconded that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move now to refer my bill 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MASON. Then I raise the question of 


It is moved and | 


order fer the decision of the Chair, whether it is | 


competent for the Senate to receive the bill. I be- 
lieve that is the mode of raising it. Will the 
President be good enough to indicate the exact 
vosture of the matter before the Senate ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan introduced a bill for reference, by unan- 
imous consent. It was read twice; and he now 


moves to refer it to the Committee on Private | 


Land Claims. 


Mr. MASON. With submission to the Chair, 


I did not understand that it had been read twice. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It was twice read 
by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Then I raise the question of 
order, that it is not competent for the Senate to 
entertain the bill by referring it to a committee. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I submit, of course, to 
you, sir, in the first instance, whether that is a 
question proper to be decided by you as a consti- 
tutional question? Must it not be decided by 
the gentlemen of this House voting upon the ques- 
tion? If Senators think the Senate has no consti- 
tutional power to refer this bill in the present con- 
dition of things, they will, of course, vote against 
the motion; but if I think the Senate has the con- 
stitutioual power to refer it, | must vote for the 
motion, Phe House itself is to decide the ques- 
tion, because, otherwise, every constitutional ques- 
tion might be brought before you as a question of 
order. If 1 introduce a bill to establish a bank of 
the United States, if I introduce a bill to establish 
a system of internal improvements, some gentle- 
man may arise and say, ‘‘ I make it a question of 
order, and call on the President to decide whether 
such a bill can be constitutionally received.’’ 
That was never the doctrine of the Senate of the 
United States; it is not the doctrine of the Consti- 
tution; it is not the doctrine of this body. There 
are, perhaps, in the Constitution, some few in- 
stances in which rules are prescribed which are to 
govern. Take therule that a bill shall have certain 
readings. That applies directly as a question of 


order; but where it does not so apply—where the | 


constitutionality of the measure is incidentally 


involved—there every gentleman is to decide it in | 


the vote which he gives upon it; those who believe 
it unconstitutional of course voting against it, 
those who believe it constitutional voting for it, 


Sir, the doctrine is objectionable in many re- | 


spects. It is objectionable not merely because it 
imposes a very heav 


a question of constitutional law. 


a 


responsibility upon the | 
Chair; it is objectionable because it appeals from | 
the proper tribunal, the Senate of the United | 
States, to the mere organ of the Senate, to decide | 
There is no au- | 





thority for such a doctrine. There is no author- 
| ity for such arbitration of a constitutional ques- 
tion. The influence of the Speaker is not to be 
brought upon the House in the decision of such 
a question. 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Kentucky allow the Chair to say a single 
| word? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT 
sents itself as a point of order, but underneath 


by the Senator from Kentucky, and it was at no 
time the purpose of the Chair to decide it. He 


the Senate, and only give his voice if it should 
come back to him in the manner mentioned in the 
Constitution of the United States, on an equal 
| vote of the Senate; but it comes up asa question 
of order. 
refer this bill to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


of the two Houses, to refer it to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims? That I submit to the 
Senate, and I shall give no voice unless the Sen- 
ate be equally divided. The Chair submits the 
question tothe Senate. Is the motion in order to 
refer this bill, it having been read twice, to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims? Senators 


posite opinion will say ‘* No.” 

Mr. MASON. Iask forthe yeasand nays on 
| that question, 
| ‘The yeasand nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 45, nays 7; as follows: 





Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green, 
Grimes, Gwin, Hammond, Haun, Hemphill, Hunter, Iver- 


son, Pearce, Powell, Saulsbury, Simmons, Slidell, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Mallory, Mason, and Yulee—7. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate de- 


mittee on Private Land Claims. 
referred. 
| Mr. BROWN. 
| senting it as I think the question cught to have 
been presented at the start, to pompene all prior 
orders, and take up the bill forthe relief of Arnold 
| Harris, which has been read twice, with a view 
of having it read a third time, and putting it on its 
passage. 
looking over the Calendar | observe that that is 
among the bills which have been read twice, and 
now only await the third reading. Now, by way 
of testing the question whether the Senate will 
proceed to the point of passing bills, I move to 
postpone all prior orders, and take up that bill 
with a view of putting it on its passage, to see 


whether we will pass bills before the other House | 


is organized. 


Mr. FITCH. I trust the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi will withdraw his motion, to permit me | 


to make a few reports from the Committee on 
| Printing 


I am to renew it afterwards, I do. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
' to whom was referred the motion to print the 
statement of the reports of the Court of Claims, 
made to the House of Representatives during the 
Thirty-Fourth and Thirty-Fifth Congresses, na- 
ture of claim, amount claimed, and action of the 
House thereon, reported in favor of printing the 
same; and the report was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


the decisions of the Court of Claims, made since 
the Thirty-Fifth Congress, and reported on the 
llth instant to the Senate of the United States, 
reported in favor of printing the same; and the 
— was ed to. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Senate, showing the payments 
from the contingent fund of the Senate during the 


The question pre- | 


The Senator from Virginia raises the | 
question of order: is it in order, in the condition | 


son, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, King, Lane, Nichol- | 


| 


It is a question beyond his jurisdic- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| to 


intends, as he is authorized to do, to submit it to | 


The Senator from Michigan moves to || 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, | 


I now move, by way of pre- | 


I have no interest in the bill at all; but | 


Mr. BROWN. With the understanding that | 


was referred the motion to print the statement of 


| 
| 
| 
! 
| 


| 


the point of order lies the broad question stated | 


who think so will say ‘‘ Ay;”’ those of the op- || 
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year ending December 3, 1859, reported in favor 
of printing the same; and the report was agreed 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
finances, and the motion to print five thousand 
five hundred additional copies of the report, re- 
ported in favor of printing the same, five hundred 


| of which copies shall be for the use of the Treas- 


ury Department; and the report was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the President’s an- 
nual message and accompanying documents, re- 
ported in favor of printing the usual number; and 
the report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained. leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 93) for the completion of the military road 
from Fort Benton to the Walla-Walla; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 94) for 
the relief of Samuel V. Niles; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 95) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Montgomery, heir of 
Hugh Montgomery; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 


PUBLIC PRINTING INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. KING. It will be recollected that the other 
day, when the subject of printing was before the 
Senate, it seemed to be considered that an investi- 
gation should be had of the disclosures then made 
in‘debate. As no other Senator has offered a res- 
olution on the subject, I offer the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That a sclect committee be appointed to in- 
quire and report to the Senate whether $41,000, or any other 


) ; , at | Sum or sums, were paid by the Public Printer, or any party 
termines the motion to be in order; and, if there | 


be no further objection, the bill will go to the Com- | 
The bill is so | 


who executed printing or binding for the last Congress or 
the Executive Departments, for the use or benefit of any 
person or party conducting a newspaper, or to aid in the 


| Support of any newspaper establishment, and especially 
| whether any such payment was made to or for the benefit 


of the person or party interested in the publication of the 
Washington Constitution, lately called the Union, the 
Pennsylvanian, or the Philadelphia Argus; whether any 
contract was made, or any understanding had at any time 
during the last Congress or since the 3d of March last, be- 
tween Mr. Bowman, late Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, who was on the 17th instant elected Printer to the 
Senate, and the Printer for the Senate or the Executive 
Departments, during the last Congress, by which the said 
Bowman was to receive ;000 or other sum a year from 
such Printer while such Printer should have the printing 
and binding of Congress or the Executive Departments, 
payment of said $20,000 or other sum a year to cease when- 
ever such printing and binding should in whole or in part 
be withheld from such Printer or party contracting to pay ; 
whether anything was paid by such Printer or party to said 


| Bowman, and if anything, how much; whether any, and 


if any, what other amount, was levied for any newspaper 
or other purpose upon the Public Printer or any party or 

arties Who executed public printing, or was paid by such 
Printer or party, or withheld out of the price fixed by law 
for printing from any party who executed public printing 
for Congress or the Executive Departments ; and whether 
any member of the Cabinet, or any officer of the Govern- 
ment, was abetting or privy to any such contract, under- 
standing, levy, or payment, or the withholding any part of 
the price fixed by law for printing from any person or party 
who executed the printing. And the said committee are 
instructed to inquire and report what reduction ought to 
be made in the prices now paid for public printing. For 
the purposes of this resolution, the said committee are au- 
thorized to examine witnesses, and to send for persons and 


papers. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I shall certainly not object to 
any inquiry that it is proper to make as to any 
delinquencies of public officers; but that is so long 
a paper that I do not know that it would not 
trench on private rights. I would prefer that it 
should go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 

Mr. KING. I have certainly no objection 
that it may lie over till Monday for full examin- 
ation. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate then 
adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuvrspar, January 19, 1860. 
j 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. T. M. Carson. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SPEAKERSHIP. 


The CLERK stated that the question first in order | 
was on the a ae of the resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hutcuins;] and that 
on that question the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Hixpman] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that there be a call of 
the House. enbr | 

The question was put; and ona division of the || 
House, there were—ayes-25, noes 34. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Nota quorum. 

The CLERK. The call of the House, then, is | 
refused. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion for a call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 79, nays 114; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Allen, William C. Ander- 
son, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brab- 
son, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Carey, John 
B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Davidson, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hamilton, Hardeman, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins, 
Hindman, Holman, Houston, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, 
Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Love, Mallory, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, 
McQueen, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, JamesC. Robinson, 
Ruffin, Scott, Simms, William Smith, Stevenson, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallan- 
digham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charlies F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Barrett, 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlin- 
game, Burnham, Burroughs, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Eth- 
eridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Helmick, Hickman, 
Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McKnight, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Nelson, 
Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tap- 

an, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, ‘rain, Trimble, Van 

yck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israe! Washburn, Wells, 
Wilson, Windom, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodson—i14. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

During the call, 

Mr. CAREY stated that Mr. Sranron was 
paired off with Mr. Harris, of Virginia. 

Mr. CLEMENS stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Stevens from Monday of last week 
until next Monday week. 

Mr. HOWARD stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Hate. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I sought the floor yester- 
day with no purpose of making what is called a 
set speech; nordo I intend to make one now. As 
the House did not then seem disposed to proceed 
to a ballot, supposed I might, with some pro- 
priety, occupy a few moments in showing where 
the responsibility of the failure to organize rests. 
That was my object yesterday, and it is my ob- 
ject now. ‘To carry it out, it may be necessary | 
to allude to general issues; but it will not be ne- 
cessary, I imagine, to discuss them at any length. 
ae myself, as closely as possible, to my 
original design, 1 shall consume but asmall part 
of the day. 

When we met here on the Sth of December, it 
was hoped thatan organization would be effected at 
once, and the business of the country taken up and 
prompt dispatched. But in that we have failed. | 

ix weeks of fruitless ballotings leave the House 
still unorganized, and with no apparent prospect 
of organizing. Under such circumstances, it is 
-not to be thought that all of us will escape public 
censure. Thehope ofthe people, so bitterly disap- 
pointed, already turns to indignation. Their own 
common Sense tells them there is culpability some- 
where; and that same common sense will single 
out the men who are blamable. When that is 
done, and the real authors of the existing condi- 
tion of things are known; when all their flimsy 
disguises are torn from them, and they are exposed 
as guilty of stopping the wheels of the Government, 
their punishment will be in proportion to the im- | 
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THE CONGRESSIO 


| with which I have been acting, anc 
| act, has no cause to shun investigation, or to dread | 


| would have save 


NA 


mense weight of national calamity and disgrac 


e, 


| and of individual suffering and ruin, which they 


have produced. 
Over what men does this blow of annihilation 
hang suspended? On what party will it fall? 


That is the problem to which our action, as indi- | 


viduals and as members of parties, is the key. The 
reople will use it for reaching the proper solution. 
hey will fix the responsibility where it belongs. 


I, for one, am ready for that trial, and feel confi- | 
volitical party | 


dent, beyond every doubt, that the 


am proud to 


the sentence that will be pronounced. 
At the opening of the session, a formidable po- 


| litical organization, from the northern States ex- 


clusively, claimed control of all the offices to be 


filled. Its entire vote, lacking but three or four of 


amajority of the whole number, was concentrated 


|| upon a single candidate for Speaker—Mr. Suer- 


MAN, of Ohio. If the principles and policy of that 
party had been at all national, if the antecedents 


| of its candidate had been in the least degree con- 


servative, there would, perhaps, have been no suf- 


ficient excuse for prolonged and unrelenting op- | 
After such resistance as | 


position on our part. 
| our honor, asa party, we might 
have made a virtue of necessity and gracefully 
acquiesced in its success. 

3ut in the present case, the most conscientious 
convictions of duty allowed us no such alterna- 
tive. The party opposed to us was, and is, that 
known as Republican—a title synonymous, in our 
estimation, with sectionalism, with hostility to 
State rights, with disloyalty to the Censtitution, 
with treason to the Government, and with civil 
war, bloodshed, murder, and rapine. 

Thatit is a sectional party, is shown by the fact 


} : : - 
| that it has no representative here except from the 
| northern States, and that it sprang to life out of 


the festering prejudices of northern anti-slavery 
malignity, and is kept alive by appeals to those 
prejudices only. 

That it is hostile to State rights, and disloyal to 


the Constitution, is shown by its openly avowed | 


roperty interest of 


intention to map the leading 
‘erritories, by con- 


the South out of the common 


i 


gressional] prohibition of slavery there, which the | 


Supreme Court of the Union has solemnly ad- 
judged to be unconstitutional. 

That it is a treasonable party is shown by its 
nullification of the fugitive slave law, in at least 
eight northern States, and its persistent refusal to 
comply with the Federal compact for the deliver- 
ing up of fugitive slaves. 
in that number of States, but constant efforts are 
made to add to the black list of recreant and dis- 
honored sovereignties. 

In the great State of New York, an appeal and 
petition have been circulated for signatures, re- 
questing the Legislature to accomplish there also 


the nullification of the fugitive slave law, and the | 
nullification of the Federal compact, by passing | 


one of these shameful ‘‘ personal-liberty bills.”’ 
That appeal and petition I ask the Clerk to read, 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
NEW YORK A FREE STATE. 
At an informal meeting of persons favorable to the enact- 


ment of a personal-liberty law, held in Albany on the 12th |} 


day of September, 1859, the following appeal was adopted, 
and ordered to be published. 
A. M. POWELL, Chairman. 


Geo. E. Baker, Secretary. 


Appeal to the People of the State of New York. 

Shall the soil of the Empire State be longer polluted by 
the track of the’slave hunter? 

Shall we ourselves be subject to his call to chase and 
catch his human prey? 

Shall we be subjected to fines and imprisonment for 
refusing thus to degrade and dehumanize ourselves ? 

Must our doors and hearts be closed to the panting, starv- 


ing stranger, who seeks shelter and protection from the | 


remorseless kidnapper, that would drag him back to the 
woes of the plantation from which tre escaped ? 


Must we help to send him back to the land of chains and | 


tortures, from which he fled through truops of bloodhounds 
scenting out his track; through forests where wild beasts 
prowl in the darkness; through rivers and dismal swamps ; 
with no eye to pity him save God’s, shining through the 
north star, guiding his despairing child to the nearest asy- 
lum, where the wicked cease from troubling? 

Serious, solemn, momentous, are all these inquiries! 
What shall our answer be? 


the desecrating presence of the slave hunter. 


pathy aud aid 
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Not only is this done | 


First, we will ask the Legis- 
lature to pass a Jaw that shall forever protect our State from 
By the fugi- 
tive slave bill of 1850, we are now forbidden to shelter or 
assist the forlornest stranger who ever appealed for our sym- 
Fines and imprisonments impend oveg us 
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| for exercising one of the holiest charities of our religion, 

The law of God is defiled. Vice, the foulest, the blackest, 
is exalted to virtue; while virtue, humanity, and holiness, 
are legislated into crimes, and Heaven's own conditions of 
salvation are impiously reversed. 

We rejoice to believe that our Legislature, by passing a 
PERSONAL-LIBERTY BILL, can remedy these feartul wrongs. 
A retition for such ag act has been prepared to accompany 
this appeal. You are asked to sign ut, to ctreulate it, to ob- 
tain for it the names of all your neighbors and fellow -citi- 
zens, and to send it, early in January, to the Legislature. 
[Petitions may be sent to your member of Assembly or Sen- 
ator, or to George E. Baker, Albany, New York.] 

This is no formal, idle request, but an earnest, well-con- 
sidered appeal, in the name of God and humanity. And 
this appeal is made to you, reader, whoever you may be, as 

| one upon whom the responsibility of God’s law unceasingly 
rests. 


PETITION. 
To the Honorable Senate and 
Assembly of the State of New York : 

The undersigned, citizens of , State of New York, 
respectfully ask you to put an end to stave-uuntTrxe, tn 
New York, by enacting that no person, who has been held 

| as a slave, shall be delivered up, by any officer or court, 
State or Federal, within this State, toany one claiming him 
on the ground that he owes “service or labor’? to such 
claimant by the laws of one of the slave States of this Union. 


Mr. CURTIS, (to the Clerk.) Read the names 
signed to that petition. 

The CLERK. There are none. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thought not. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Do you deny the authen- 
ticity of the petition? 

Mr. CURTIS. Not at all. 

Mr. HINDMAN. It is simply the petition 
itself, without any names affixed. The petitions, 
|| with names attached, have no doubt been sent to 
| Albany, for presentation to the Legislature. 

Mr. CURTIS. With due respect, I submit that 

there are no names attached to it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. That is of no consequence. 
\I refer to the members of the New York dele- 
| gation to know whether or not they indorse. the 
prayer of that petition; whether or not, if the 
were members of the present Legislature of their 
| State, they would vote tocompily with the request 
'| which that petition makes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I, for one, say I would not. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Iam satisfied as to that; I 
never dreamed that you would. 1 wish to be un- 
derstood as addressing my inquiry to the Repub- 
lican members from the State of New York. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I simply desire to say that 
| I believe the New York Republicans will neither 
disclaim nor indorse. Their course in this will be 
on a par with the invariable conduct of that party: 
they strike in the dark, and dare not meet the re- 
sponsibility of their conduct. 

Mr. HINDMAN. My friend from Mississippi 
is right. They do not answer. Their silence is 
| evidence of the fact that they dare not, here on 
this floor, avow the sentiments which they enter- 
tain on this subject. It may perhaps be not in- 
appropriate in me now to digress a little from the 
line of my argument, for the purpose of exposing, 
by facts of recent occurrence, that degree of blind- 
ness with which fanatics habitually look abroad 
in quest of imaginary evils—not seeing or caring 
|| to see real and terrible wrongs at their own door. 

I have seen, within a few hours een certain pro- 
| ceedings of the Pemberton mills operatives, in 
Massachusetts, published in the New York Her- 
| ald of yesterday, which I ask to be read as a por- 
|| tion of my remarks. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Proceedings of the Pemberton Spinning Operatives and 
Strikers 

1. Resolved, That we, the spinners of the frame or ring 
spinning on the Pemberton Mill Corporation, have long 
|| enough endured the low prices for our hard Jabor—wages 
which are too low to live by, as we cannot meet our bills 
for the necessiti@s of life with such a contemptible com- 
| pensation for our labor as has been paid us for the past year. 

2. Resolved, That we respectfully solicit a public inves- 
tigation of the fa¢ts of the case, and eee exposure of 
the oppression and tyranny, abuse and obscenity, which 
| have been perpetrated upon the female department of the 
| Pemberton spinning room, from time to time, by cringing 

tools of a monopolist corporation. 

3. Resolved, ‘That such language, and such obscene be 

havior, such malicious abuse, as we have endured from 
|| time to time, perpetrated upon us by the menials and slave- 
| drivers in high and Jow places, placed over us to drive and 
hunt us down in our labor, from early morning until late 
| at night, is more appropriate to the barbarous or dark ages 
| than the enlightened age of the nineteenth century; yes, 
more appropriate to the slave-drivers of the negroes of the 
South than to the tyrannical monopolists of an enlightened 
community, who seek to make the condition of the white 
laborers at the North worse than that of the slaves of the 
! South. 7 . * * * * . * ° 
'  §. Resolved. That such abuses. such vile and oppressive 
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meéané# as have been resorted to, to stil! persist in crushing || 


our every right and just demand into a perfect annihilation, 
are too much for a brute creation to withstand, and much 
more for a white and intelligent community. 


6. Resolved, That it is these wrongs, and this vile, tyran- | 


nica] oppression, combined with incompetency of govern- 
ment, and wages so low that negro slavery is far preferable, 
and death sweet, rather than continued durance vile. 

7. Resolved, That we believe a generous and just public 
will sympathize and investigate our aifairs and our condi- 
tion; and also, after such investigation, every candid and 
unprejudiced individual, black, yes, even the despised ne- 
groes of an abolition community, as well asthe white An- 
ylo-Saxon, both high and low, will render the verdict, viz : 
that such abuse, and such oppression and wrongs, such 
mean, contemptible tyranny over us, in the shape of sneak 
ing, cringing tools to the meanest tyrannical dynasty that 
exists in the manufacturing world at large, have driven us 
to this revolt or strike for our rights and for justice at this 
inclement season of the year. 

&. Resolved, That unless a different state of affairs exists 
in the future, both in regard to wages and in the mode of 
government over us, that we will die on our strike rather 
than submit to such heinous and outrageous injustice from 
the Pemberton tyrants. 

9, Resolved, That in the language of a noted anti-slavery 
agitator, in regard to the perpetuation of the Federal Union, 
that we also say, that under these circumstances that now 
exist, and have existed between us and our employers, Ict 
the former union and the present slide forever, before they 
shail any longer enslare and abuse us. ° . * 

lL. Resolved, That the above resolutions are the anani- 
mous sentiments of the Pemberton frame spinning opera- 
tives; also, that the same are authorized by us tobe printed 
in one or more of the public presses in this city. 


Lawrence, February 14, 1859. 


Massachusetts. It so happens that it is not quite one year || 
since I was employed there, in charge of a section of one | 
I was removed from that berth on the charge || ; pe : 

s hold them to it, and will gibbet them for it, as 


of the rooms. L 
of daring to sympathize with the poor operatives who were 


then out of the miflon a strike for justice and living wages. | 


But the inclosed resolutions, which the spinners, in a body, 
passed, without a single dissenting voice, explain their feel- 
ings much better than I can at the present time. 


The poor slaves were not successful in their strike. They 
| were told if they would not submit to their present wages 


and situation, the owners would stop the whole mill, as 
they could not afford to pay any more for their labor. By 
this threat the most of the operatives were driven to sub- 


|, side.] 
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that the work is done, Republican politicians can- 
not skulk the responsibility. The country will 


effectually as if the hemp that strangled John 
_ Brown and his confederates had also stranglea 


these his instigators, from Sewarp, the author of 
the infamous irrepressible-conflict doctrine, down 
to his last-made convert and disciple, the member 


| from Pennsylvania. [Laughter on the Democratic 


' 
mit; but a few of the most useful never returned to work, || 


and still remain alive as witnesses of the tyranny and abuse 
of the masters placed over them. 


I now see it stated in the papers that this Pemberton cor- | 


poration has been doing a very successful business the past 


year, (which incindes the time the poor operatives struck || 


for living wages,) having made $150,900 for the owners. 
The above speaks for itself, and need not to be commented 
upon by me. That the labor cost the owners less than the 
same amonnt of slave labor would at the South, is without 
a doubt in my mind. 


manity from their masters, I fully indorse. 
here, I will relate an instance that actually occurred in the 


| Pemberton Mills less than four months ago. 


A woman went to her master, and told him that she wished | 
‘The master | 


to be relieved from work, as she was sick. 
replied, *“*Go to your work; a woman can play sick at any 
time.’’? The next morning that woman gave birth to achild. 
As your paper extract suits my ideas, though I saw it in 


| the Boston Journal, I wish you te send me a copy at onee— 


put my name down for one year’s subscription. 
the next issue and your bill, and I will cash it on the re- 


Send me | 


I refer to that member from Pennsylvania 
who has on this floor twice threatened to apply 
the teachings of Sewarp, and to reénact the con- 
duct of John Brown, by mustering and marching 
eighteen million northern men against the South, 
to whip her into submission to the higher law. 
When that invasion is made, the price of hemp 


will go up, for our whole crop will be needed to 


Your statement that the northern || 
operatives experienced not the commonest feelings of hu- | 
And to prove it | 


hang the abolition soldiery; (laughter from Dem- 
ocrats and the galleries;} but the price of arms 
will go down, for we will take from our invaders 
arms enough to equip our whole population. [Ap- 
plause from Democratic benches and the galle- 
ries.}_ The history of that invasion will be like 
that of the old Assyrian raid into Judea; the fate 
of its forees will be the same as that of the hosts 
of Sennacherib: 


‘** Like the leaves of the forest when summer is green, 
That host with their banners at sunset were secn ; 


| turn of mail. Publish in your paper all I have written, with | 
| the resolutions, and let the Journal snap and snarl over his 

pets, for I have more to write in future, to give the corpora- | t ; 

tion their just due. HIRAM G.GOVE. | southern soil. In the language of a prominent 

Mr. GOOCH. It strikes me that this matter || Republican member of this House, ** we will wel- 

| is precisely as I understood it. That letter comes | come them, with bloody hands, to hospitable 





That host on the morrow lay withered and strown.”’ 


Mr. HINDMAN. From the paper just read, Thar. siz, will Be the fale of the javedess of 


let the civilized world judge between the slave- 
holders of the South, who hold the negro in that 
subordination for which nature and nature’s Grod 
. intended him, and the false philanthropists o7 the 


Swear 


| 
| Like the leaves of the forest when autumn hath blown, 
' 


a 


Jen 


ATR ee Streets y! a 


| graves.’’ 


ce 


North, who inflict, or consent to the infliction, on 


from Farmington, New Hampshire, from a man | 


[Applause in the gulenes. 
This traitorous, sectional, and bloody Republi- 


ae white men and women, of such intolerable out- | who had been dismissed from the employ of the 1] ve th h he threshold 
+ rages and grievances as are there set forth. company. He certainly is notin such a position, || m per a eee s the oe a vo aha ne thres om 
4 Mr. GOOCH. Where do these resolutions | with regard to that corporation, as that his testi- || © this rlouse, on the first day of the session, de- 


we 


wat 
tie 


come from? 


Mr. HINDMAN. 


I get them from the New || 


credit anywhere. 


mony should be entitled to a very high degree of || manding the Speakership. 


| upon its abominable record, to which I have thus 


Not content to rely 


a York Herald of yesterday. || Now, one thing further in regard to this mat- || i aeuernes ee aes ee 
Hi Mr. GOOCH. I would like to know whether | ter. I cannot state precisely the amount which | still more a ee c cee h is own; thus add- 
ee they are original in the New York Herald? | these spinners carn in the mills; but my impres- || #8 t0 Our Sense of injury the galling conscious- 
a Mr. HINDMAN. They are furnished to the || sion is that they earn from one and a half to two || Ness of intended insult. That candidate has re- 
i New York Herald by a correspondent of that || dollars per day, working ten hours. || peatedly referred us and the country to his con- 
fe paper whose name is prefixed. They purport to Mr. HINDMAN. What! saidis true. The | gressional record here, as the index to his opinions 
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iave been published, some months ago, in papers || 
in the vicinity of Lawrence. The Clerk will please || 


state Where they are from. 

The CLERK. They are sent from Farming- 
ton, New Hampshire, by Hiram G. Gove. 

Mr. GOOCH. Does it appear that they are 
signed by anybody ? 

The CLERK. That is all there is about them. 

Mr. GOOCH. lL would state to the gentleman 
that these resolutions appear not to have been 
drawn up in Lawrence, tr inatown in New 
Hampshire, at a distance from Lawrence; and it 
does not appear that they are signed by anybody. 

Mr. HINDMAN. [think the gentleman rests 


under a misapprehension. 


Massachusetts. 1e letter just read comes from 
New Hampshire. I shall not go into a discus- 
sion with the gentleman from Massachusetts upon 
the authenticity of that document, or upon the 
credibility of the person whose name appears as 


| vouching for the statement. 


It seems, however, that he is inclined to dis- 


credit and disbelieve whatever may emanate from 
one of these oppressed white laborers of his north- | 
ern factories; but whether, if the same utterances | 


had come from runaway negroes from the South, 
the testimony would not have been ample and 
sufficient, even for his satisfaction, is a matter of 
which this House can judge. 


———— 


1 





resolutions do oo to come from Lawrence, || 0 the great question of the day, and announces 
I 


his willingness to be judged by that test. It is 
not my purpose now to make a recital, in detail, of 
all his votes and expressions relative to slavery 
during his four years’ service on this floor; but [ 
have given them particular examination, and the 
knowledge I have of them justifies the statement 
that he stands in the very front rank of Republi- 
can ultraism. On one occasion, he insists upon 
the exclusion of slavery from certain territory by 
congressional legislation; and then he declares that 
new slaveholding States shall not be admitted into 
the Confederacy. At one time, he brands the fugi- 
tive slave actas ‘‘a savage and inhuman law;”’ then, 
he stigmatizes slavery as ‘‘an injury to the master 


. - ' ai : pg os 
Mr. GOOCH. Although I see the papers of || Mr. GOOCH. If the gentleman will pardon ee: "And eee 
that vicinity, still | have never seen any resolu- || me a moment, I will say that, so far as [ enter- tae a prheaanh : afer pelea meta: sashuhrer es 


tions of that kind; and I do not think that any 
such resolutions can be produced, signed by any 


number of individuals. I can understand pertectly | 


well that some individual may havé been dis- 
missed by that corporation, gone home to the 


State of New Hampshire, and then forwarded | 


these resolutions on his own account, not to an 
paper in the vicinity, but to the New York Herald, 
for publication there. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that this place is notin Massachusetts, 


| tain opinions concerning slavery, they are not 





founded upon the statements of runaway slaves. 
They rest upon different testimony. 

Mr. HINDMAN. As I do not propose filing 
a bill of discovery for the purpose of ascertaining 
the ground of the gentleman's belief, 1 beg that 
he will not take up more of my time. 

Mr. GOOCH. Go on. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I said that the tenets and 
practices of the Republican party lead to civil war, 
to bloodshed, to murder, and to rapine. That is 





a practical encourager of negro stealing, and an 
assistant of the underground railroad. 

That this last declaration may be distinctly un- 
derstood, I refer members to the proceedings of 
this House on February 28, 1856, as set forth in 
the Congressional Globe: 

‘*Mr. Greenwoop offered the following resolution : 

* Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law 
for the indictment and punishment of persons for the steal 
ing of slaves in the Indian Territory. 

“Mr. Suerman. I object.” 


| 
but in New Hampshire? || shown by John Brown’s invasion of Virginia, and _ Now, Mr. Clerk, the object of that resolution 
i Mr. GOOCH. Not atall. I say thatthe reso- || slaughter of her peaceable citizens. -The Repub- | is defined by its own terms. It was to prevent 
be lutions purport to come from the State of New || lican members here may now disclaim all sympa- | interference, by professional slave-stealers of the 
f Hampshire, not from Massachusetts. || thy with that old traitor; they may say again and || North, with property in slaves in the Indian Ter- 
Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman rests under | again that they contributed nothing to his enter- | ritory. That such legislation was necessary, that 
see a misapprehension as to the facts: The resolu- l| prise, either in men, money, arms, or favorable || it was proper, there could be no question; that it 
t y i tions do purport to come from the town of Law- 1 wishes; but until they shall have abandoned Re- || ought to have been granted is clear to the mind of 
| a rence, which is, I believe, in Massachusetts. Will || publicanism, and repented of their connection with || every one conversant with the facts. ; What was 
oan | the Clerk state their date? || it, a discerning and intelligent public will deridé || the course of the member from Ohio upon that 
f The CLERK. They bear date Lawrence, Feb- 1} and spurn all such protestations. subject ? Did he, like a loyal man, like one will- 
: ruary 14, 1859. || These innocent lambs that now bleat so gently, || ing to do pee to the property interests of every 
te Mr. HINDMAN. In order to make their origin |, under fear of popular condemnation, are the same || section of the Confederacy, come forward and 
+. clear, I request the Clerk to read the letter that | men who wrought up the northern mind to that || help to accomplish that object? No; the very 
ee precedes them. pitch of frenzy out of which John Brown’sbloody || moment the proposition was made, he obtruded an 
eee The Clerk read, as follows: raid proceeded. By their maddening and furious || objection to its consideration, thrust his enmity 
ea Panmneten, N. B.. J 16. 1860 | abuse of slavery and slaveholders, they set on fire || to it upon the House. Is there any excuse—any 
: BON, Be Rey Cammary 29, 299". || the brain of that old fanatic. Had there been no |! palliation for that action of his? [am aware of the 
tees — oo — Sanaa ee } Republican party, there would have been no in- || fact that ordinarily a mere objection to the con- 
ee ont as see Sothoned lnperesnet ona ele ae vasion of Harper’s Ferry. John Brown was the || sideration of a resolution of this character does 
? as they relate to the late Pemberton Mills, of Lawrence, || took of Republicanism, doing its work; and now, || not commit the objector either to or against the 
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rule is set aside by the subsequent facts. There 
is a particular reason given for the objection, and 
that reason is not left to inference alone. It is set 
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forth plainly, distinctly, so as not to be misun- | 


derstood or mistaken. 


“Mr. Greenwoop. If the gentleman who objected to 


the resolution will allow me, | will state the grounds for | 


the necessity of it. The reason is, that under the law as it 
now exists, and under the decision of the courts, persons 
on the borders of the Indian Territory can go into such 


Territory and steal slaves therefrom and take them into the 


southern States, and there sell them with impunity. 
** Mr. SHERMAN. bh th 
of the gentleman, I withdraw my objection.” 


Being satisfied with the explanation | 


Mr. Clerk, the character of the resolution of 
my prvecremnar the fact that objection was made | 


by the present Republican candidate for Speaker 


to its consideration, unanimous consent being | 


necessary; the peculiar nature of the explanation 
given; and the prompt withdrawal of the objec- 
tion; all these circumstances point conelusively, 
as I think, to this as the attitude held by Mr. 
SHERMAN on the subject of negro stealing. For 


the punishment of that crime, pure and simple, he | 


would give no aid. The agents of the underground 
railroad might ply their trade and go scot free, 
so far as he was concerned. y 
taking them abolitionward was, in his view, a phil- 


Stealing slaves and | 


anthropic enterprise, not only not to be punished, 


but to be shielded by non-legislation and sheltered 
by well-put parliamentary objections. 
it appears that the thieves have strong pro-slavery 
proclivities; that they are ‘sound on the nigger 


question,’’ and carry their spoils, not North, but | 


South; that they put them in southern cotton 
fields, instead of translating them to the mock 
freedom of non-slaveholding States; then the 
position of the member from Ohio changes, his 
action is reversed, and his objection is withdrawn. 


A pro-slavery negro thief must be punished by all | 


means. ‘To thatthere isno objection. Oh! no, 
sir; but an anti-slayery negro thief must not be 
molested. This is one of the beauties of the record 


on which the Republican candidate so compla- | 


cently plumes himself. 
It is not surprising, Mr. Clerk, that such opin- 


ions and sentiments as those which he is thus | 


pore to have entertained and expressed, should 
2ad him into other excesses. It was not at all 


strange or inconsistent, but perfectly natural and | 


in character, that Joun SHerMan should cordially 
indorse Mr. Hinton Rowan Helper. He might 
have written the Helper book with his own hand 
and pen, and published it to the world over his 
own name, without creating the slightest aston- 
ishment, or inducing the least surprise in the mind 
of any man familiar with his antecedents. No 
wonder, then, that he so obstinately refuses to 
disavow the Helper doctrines. 
own them, he would repudiate the very pith and 
marrow of his own teachings. Sewardism, Hel- 
perism, and Shermanismare identical. The black 


mantle of Republicanism covers them all. Itand | 
That they lead to | 


they are one and the same. 
ee and bloodshed, to revolution and an- 
archy,is shown not only by what I have referred 
to, but by the utterances of the arch apostle of 
the faith. 
Chamber on the 3d 
Arp used this language: 


‘** Free labor has, at last, apprehended its rights, its inter- 


ests, its power, and its destiny, and is organizing itself to | 


assume the government of the Republic. It will, hence- 


forth, meet you boldly and resolutely here ; it will meet you | 


everywhere, in the Territories or out of them, wherever 
you may go to extend slavery. It has driven you back in 
California and Kansas, it will invade you soon in Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, and Texas. It will meet you 
in Arizona, in Central America, and even in Cuba. The 
invasion will be not merely harmless, but beneficent, if you 
yield seasonably to its just demands. 


** It proved so in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, | 


and other slave States, which have already yielded in that 
way to its advances. You may, indeed, get a start, under 
or near the tropics, and seem safe for a time—but it will be 
only for a short time. Even there you will found States 


only for free labor to maintain and occupy. The interest | 


of the white race demands the ultimate emancipation of 
all men. Whether that emancipation shall be allowed to 


take effect with needful and wise precautions against sud- 


den change and disaster, or be hurried on by violence, is 
ALL THAT REMAINS FOR YOU TO DECIDE.” 


Now, sir, if anything could be given that would 


afford a clearer conception of the aims and pur- | 


ty than the ex- | 
tract which has just been read, it will be found in | 
the “crystallized platform,” as my friend from | 
. Cox] would express it, contained in | 


poses of the Black Republican 


Ohio { 


But when | 


If he should dis- | 


In his os made in the Senate | 
March, 1858, Senator Sew- || 








Here it is: 
& The banner to stand or die by. 

** Inscribed on the banner which we herewith unfurl to | 
the world, withthe full and fixed determination to stand by 
it or die by it, unless one of more virtuous efficacy shall be | 
presented, are the mottoes which, in substance, embody the 
principles, as we conceive, that should govern us in our 
patriotic warfare against the most subtle and insidious toe 


that ever menaced the inalienable rights and liberties and | 


dearest interests of America: 


“1. Thorough organization and independent political | 


action on the part of the non-slaveholding whites of the 
South. 

**2. Ineligibility of pro-slavery slaveholders ; never an 
other vote to any one who advocates the retention and per 
petuation of human slavery. 

** 3. No couUperation with pro-slavery politicians ; no fel 
lowship with them in religion; no affiliation with them in 
society. 

‘<4. No patronage to pro-slavery merchants; no guest 
ship in slave-waiting hotels ; no fees to pro-slavery lawyers ; 
no employment of pro-slavery physicians; no audience to 
pro-slavery parsons. 

‘5. No more hiring of slaves by non-slaveholders. 


matter objected to; but in this case that general || that Black Republican bible, the Helper book. 


“6. Abrupt discontinuance of subscription to pro-slavery 


newspapers. 
“7. The greatest possible encouragement to free white 
labor.”’ 


It has been intimated that the brutal and bloody 


character of the Helper book had been exagger- | 


ated in some degree by gentlemen from the South 
in this discussion. In order to remove any such 
impression, and show conclusively that we have 
been right in our interpretation, I read from the 
Compendium of the Phanending Crisis in the 
South, by Hinton Rowan Helper, showing why 


Helper himself did not cause his book to be pub- 


lished in the southern States. It will be seen that 


he confesses that the failure to publish it there | 


was because he knew it to be insurrectionary and 
incendiary in its character: 

“In the first place, we will give an explanation of the 
reason why the present volume was not published in Bal- 
timore. 
in Baltimore ; and the whole of it would have been writ 
ten and published there, but for the following odious clause, 
which we extract from the statutes of Maryland: 


“ « Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, 


That, after the passage of this act, it shall not be lawful for 
any citizen of this State knowingly to make, print, or en 

|| grave, or aid in the making, printing, or engraving, within 
this State, any pictorial representation, orto write or print, 
orto aidin the writing or printing, any pamphlet, news 

paper, handbill, or other pamphlet of an inflammatory char 

|| acter, and having a tendency to excite discontent or stir up 
insurrection among the people of color of this State, or of 
either of the other States or ‘Territories of the United States, 
or knowingly to carry or send, or to aid in the carrying or 


of either of the other States or Territories of the United 
States; and any person so offending shall be guilty of a fel- 
|| ony, and shall, on convictien, be sentenced to confinement 


pronounced on such person.’ ’?°—.4ct passed December, 1831. 
|| See 2 Dorsey, page 1218, 

This, then, is the platform of the Republican 
candidate for Speaker. No man holding such 
positions, directly or indirectly, orrefusing to dis- 
avow them, is fit to preside over this House; and 
no man who indorses him ought to preside over 
us. Itis an outrage upon the South to propose 
it, and an insult to the conservative sentiment 

| of the whole country to insist upon it. If these 
| vaunted Union meetings of latter days, in the 
| northern States, are not all empty, hollow, and 
| delusive—if they indicate the existence of any 


|| genuine Union-loving sentiment there—why is it 
|| that the tens of thousands of voters taking part in 
| them are not now thundering against this Black 
| Republican phalanx, which is trampling the spirit 
of Unionism under foot by striving to force such 
| aman upon us as our presiding officer? Why do 
| they not proclaim their indignation against Sew- 
| ardism, Helperism, Shermanism, Republicanism, 
and instruct out of their seats the members who 
| adhere to either one of them? 


justice and renewed devotion tothe Unien. Until 
J 


such evidence shail be given, southern men must || 
not only be pardoned in doubting the sincerity | 


of these Union demonstrations, but the facts will 
demand that they shall hold them in contempt, as 
hypocritical and treacherous. 

The responsibility for the failure to organize, 


ernment and disaster to private citizens, rests 
chiefly on the nee Had it not been 
asectional, aggressive,and unconstitutional party ; 


of treason and incendiarism, and a preacher of ser- 
vile war and murder, no such delay could have 
taken place. The House would long ago have 


A considerable portion of this work was written | 


sending, the same for circulation among the inhabitants | 


in the penitentiary of this State for a period not less than || 
ten nor more than twenty years, from the time of sentence | 


That would be | 
some practical evideitee of a returning sense of | 


with all the consequences of injury to the Gov- | 


had not its candidate for Speaker been an indorser | 
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been organized, the postal appropriations made, 
the mail contractors paid, and the mail service of 
the country restored to efficiency. The joss of 
these benefits, and of the countless advantages 
that would flow from them, is part of the price the 
American people are now paying for the existenc: 
of this Republican party. That consideration 
ought to nerve them at once to strike it down, lest, 
after a while, the further cost of its continuing to 
live shall be the destruction of the Union itself. 
The chief bulwark here, as elsewhere, against 
this sectional northern organization, which aspires 
to control this House, has been the Democratic 
party. In its ranks are men from the North, from 
the South, from the West, and from the far-off 
Pacific slope. Some of them differ with others as 
to buried issues, and as to questions not germane 
to this contest; but all of them are united together 
in one glorious brotherhood of resistance to the 
disturbers of the peace of the Confederacy. Among 
these men of the Democratic party, those coming 
from the non-slaveholding States are especially 
deserving of applause. Southerners upon this 
floor, and our constituents at home, should and 
will give them no stinted, half-way commenda- 
tion. They will be recognized as the Old Guard 
of the Union in their gection, standing firm against 
anti-southern prejudices and passions, and imper- 
iling political life rather than surrender the ¢om- 
pacts of the Constitution. If the whole southern 
people were now assembled here, eye-witnesses, 
as we are, tothe patriotism of these nerthern Dem- 
ocrats, every heart would pay them homage; 
every voice would praise them. Southern Dem- 
ocrats, southern Whigs, and southern Opposi- 
tionists, disdaining partisan detraction and jeal- 
ousies, would, with one common impulse, declare 
them worthy of the thanks of the Republic. 
These northern Democrats, having such claims 
upon our gratitude and respect, have already, in 
this contest, made all the sacrifices we can prep- 
erly ask at their hands. They have given every 
proof of fraternity. It is not right, it is neither 
just nor generous, to exact of them such conces- 
sions as might embarrass them at home, and crip- 
ple, if not destroy them there. Many of them 
cannot vote for any other than a Democrat for 
Speaker, without runningsuch risks. To vote for 
a southern Oppositionist would—in the language of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Pueu,] used 
by him in another connection, but equally appli 
| cable in this—destroy the integrity of their posi- 
|| tion, and mar the symmetry of their record. 
Elected on pledges of unswerving oppesition to 
Know Nothingism; representing, as many of them 
do, large numbers of foreign-born citizens, who 
have shown their capacity for self-government, 
their love of the Union, and their friendship to the 
South, by voting for such men; they would sub- 
ject themselves to the charge of breach of faith, 
and putin Republican hands a club for their own 
|| destruction if they were to vote for any member 
|| who belonged to, or codperated with, the Know 
Nothing party. It is not right, it is unjust and 
|| wrong, in my judgment, for any southern man to 
ask them soto embarrass themselves. That con- 
sideration destroys all chance for electing a south- 
ern Oppositionist to the Speakership; for it is well 
| known that it requiresevery anti-Republican vote, 
| including all the northern Democrats, to accom- 
plish the defeat of Mr. Suerman. 
There being, then, an insuperable obstacle to the 
|| election of a southern Oppositionist—it being in 
fact a thing impossible, under existing cireum- 
|| stances—gentlemen of the southern Opposition 
are bound to observe that they can accomplish no 
good, and can reach no beneficial result, by hold- 
ing their votes upon one of their own number, and 
| keeping aloof fromthe Democracy. By that polic 
_ of strange isolation, they, in the first place, rink 


demoralizing the anti-Republican forces; and, in 
the second place, they take upon themselves, next 
| after the Republican party, the responsibility for 
the continued delay in organizing. I say this not 
in a spirit of controversy, for I wish to avoid that 
now; — I say it in view of recent devclopments 
made upon this floor, with which every member 
is familiar, and which form a part of our recorded 
proceedings. 

The two gentlemen constituting what is called 
the anti-Lecompton party, hold the balance of 
| power between the anti-Republicans and the Re- 
| publican party. They have both said, publicly, 
|| and in the most explicit manner, that at the mo- 


| 
| 
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ment when the entire Democratic and southern | 








| $$. 


Opposition vote shall be united on a single candi- || Hutehins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 


date for Speaker, they will give the casting vote 
andend the contest. I have every confidence that | 
their manner of voting will be such as to vindicate 
their title to nationality and conservatism, and 
show forth, as a reality, and not an empty pre- 
tense, that love for the Union of our fathers which 
they have so often and so eloquently claimed for 
themselves. I believe they will vote against the 
Seward-Helper candidate, and therefore I am will- 
ing to trust them. 

Itis evident that if the Republican candidate can 
be defeated, it musthe by a Democrat; for on no 
one else can the entire anti-Republican vote be 
united. That being so, it seems to me to be the 
duty of the Democracy here at once to reorganize 
their scattered forces, to meet in caucus, and to 
nominate acandidate of their own number; to place 
in his hands the standard of the Constitution and 
the Union, and to rally under that leader and flag, 
giving hereafter, under all circumstances that may 
arise, but one united, unchanging vote to the end | 
of the contest, whether that end shall be to-mor- 
row, or on the 4th of March, 1861. This was 
the policy | advocated at the beginning, and I am 
more and more convinced by every day’s history 
that it was right and expedient, 

We have experimented, or, if the word be ap- 
plicable, we have ‘ fillibustered’’ long enough, 
without a leader and without a flag. No good re- 
sult, that | am aware of, has flowed from it. Evil 
has resulted from it. It has broken up our organ- 
ization. It has lowered our colors. It has caused 
the abandonment of our leader. It has dispersed 
our strength. It is true, we have not surrendered; 
but our condition, so scattered and broken, has 
more than once emboldened the enemy to taunt 
us with our weakness, and to demand that we 
should panes. ender the yoke.as prisoners of war. 
The sight of our disbandment, if not saddening 
to our Democratic constituents at home, certainly 
cannot have elated them. Let us, then, remove 
the pitiable spectacle of the representatives of a 
great national party voluntarily reducing them- 
selves to the condition of a mere faction. Let us 
meet in caucus and there nominate a candidate | 
for whom all of us will_be proud to vote, whom | 
rentlemen of the southern Opposition and anti- | 
enueion parties can unite cordially with us in 
elevating to the Speaker’s chair, and who, while 
in that high position, will administer the duties 
of the office on a national and conservative basis. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Inow call for a vote onthe 
question in order before the House—the objection | 
to the resolution of my colleague, [Mr. Hurcu- 
ma) and on that I demand the previous question. | 

Mr. REAGAN. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that a motion for 
a call of the House cannot be made, pending the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that, 
under the parliamentary law, a motion for a call 
of the House is always in order before any other 
vote, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, myself, that the 
motion for a call is in order; but I think that the 
question should be first determined whether the 
vote will be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call for the yeas 
and nays on the motion for a call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 96, nays 111; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L, Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, 


Barr, Barrett, Bingham, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bou- 
ligny, Boyee, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Carey, John B. | 


Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Burton || 


Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Reuben Davis, Dawes, 
De Jarnetie, English, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, 
Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, Hughes, 
Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Charles | 
D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Mc- | 
Queen, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, | 
Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Taylor, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—96. 
NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, | 
Burlingame, Burnham, Burroughs, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkiing. Corwin, Curtis, Delano, | 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Bth.cadge, | 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gra- | 


|| minority. 


|| Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, — C. Leach, 
» || Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maf 


ton, McKean, 
MePherson, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, 
| Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stokes, Stout, 
| Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, 
| Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, 
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Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, | 


Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff 
); —Ill. 


So the House refused to order a call. 


Mr. NOELL. 
the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. 

Mr. KEITT. 

Mr. CURTIS. 


I rise to a point of order. 
What is the point of order? 


If in order, I desire to address || 


That the gentleman from Ohio | 


[Mr. Hurcnins] has made a motion now pend- | 


ing before the House, and has called the previous 
question, and on the previous question there is no 
debate. That is the point I take. 

Mr. KEITT. That is a mistake. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman cannot make 
one question of order upon another question of 
order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I read from the Manual of par- 
hamentary law: 

‘*It is proper that every parliamentary assembly should 
have certain forms of questions so adapted as to enable them 
fitly to dispose of every proposition which can be made to 
them. Such are: 1. The previous question; 2. To post- 
pone indefinitely ; 3. ‘To adjourn a question to a definite 
day; 4. To lie on the table; 5. To commit; 6. To amend. 
The proper occasion for each of these questions should be 
understood.”’ 


I read further: 

**]. When a proposition is moved which it is useless or 
inexpedient now to express or discuss, the previous ques- 
tion has been introduced for suppressing for that time the 
| motion and its discussion.” 

Mr. KEITT. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
| Manual. 
| Now, the very object of this rule is to prevent 
** discussion,’’ and hence, since the previous ques- 
tion has been moved and seconded, further debate 
is outof order. The whole object of the previous 
question is defeated if a gentleman can come up 


What are you reading from ? 
From page 95, of Jefferson’s 


and make a point of order, and discuss that point | 


of order, and by such device renew the general 
discussion. What is the object of the previous 
question, if not for the express purpose of ex- 
| cluding discussion and bringing the parliamentary 
| body to an immediate vote? Now I say that the 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurcnins,] it is the 
| only question before the House, and that question 


previous question having been demanded by the || 


is not debatable. Any gentleman rising to a ques- | 


| tion of order cannot debate that question of order. 


Even while I am trying to explain the propriety | 


| of this position, | may be called to order by any 
gentleman in the House. Ido not wish to stand 
| upon arbitrary power. I do not wish to see a 
| majority override a minority. I have been on 
this floor Jong enough to know the rights of the 


law or usage, but I do appeal to the legitimate 
practice and usages of parliamentary bodies,which 
must guide us on all trying occasions. 1 claim 
| that it is a clear case in point, when the previous 
question has been fairly presented, and that no 
| man can by any other motion entirely evade and 
defeat the whole purpose and design thereof. I 
| submit that it is time that this parliamentary rule 
| should exert its full power in this House. It is 
brought on the proper occasion. We have dis- 
_ cussed all questions here for near seven weeks, 
_and no one can complain that it is premature and 
| arbitrary. 
is no other course, no informality in the course 
we propose; we infringe upon no rights of the 
minority when we insist on the previous question, 
and insist that all discussion is out of order. 
Mr. REAGAN. 
man gives an affirmation, if it amounts to any- 


The argument of the gentle- | 


I assisted in former Congresses to es- || 
tablish and maintain the rights of the minority. I | 
|| will not infringe upon any rights of parliamentary 


it 
It seems to me, therefore, that there || 





thing, of the proposition which I submitted yes- | 


terday, that the proposition to which the gentle- 


man seeks to apply the previous question is itself | 


out of ‘order, because the previous question has 


been moved upon two propositions several weeks | 


ago, and the gentleman will see that his argument 


cuts off the very proposition he presents. But I | 


will state further, that even if the previous ques- 


| 


E. 


L ham, Grow, Gurley, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Humphrey, || 


Ae % J anuary 19, 


tion was pending upon the proposition of the gen- 


| tleman from Ohio, it would be open to debate 


under the rules-of general parliamentary law, 
under which we are now acting. It is true that 
under the rules of the House the previous ques- 
tion cuts off all debate; but under the general 
ee law, as I understand it, upon the 
demand for the previous question the question is 
open to debate upon that or upon any other sub- 
ject. But, sir, this is a question of order, and as 
such is debatable, as I understand it, even under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. One more word. There is the 
very point I make. I say the previous question 
is not debatable, and cannot be evaded by any 
motion or any position taken upon a point of 
order. Of course, if any gentleman wishes to 
make an explanation upon the question of order, 
I will not call him to order; but if it is the inten- 
tion of any gentleman to enter into any general 
discussion, I claim the right of calling him to 
order, because this question is not debatable. 

Mr. BRANCH. The paragraph read by the 
gentleman from Iowa, from the Manual, I think 
proves too much for the gentleman. If it cuts off 
discussion upon the previous question, it also cuts 
off the motion itself to which the previous ques- 
tion is attached, and postpones it to the next day. 
I have read the paragraph, and I now call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Iowa to the lan- 
guage of that paragraph. It is this: 

‘* When a proposition is moved which it is useless or in- 
expedient now to express or discuss, the previous question 
has been introduced for suppressing for that time the ino- 
tion and its discussion.’’ 

Now, the effect of that paragraph is that it 
postpones the whole question; not only the discus- 
sion of the question, but the question itself aintil 
the next day. And that was the original effect of 
the previous question under the parliamentary 
law. It was introduced to enable the House to 
get rid of a question that they did not desire to 
entertain; and when the previous question is sus- 
tained, it goes over to the next day, not simply 
the discussion of it, but the motion itself. If the 
previous question be sustained under the rule re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from lowa, the whole 
effect of itis to suppress the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurcurns] for to-day, 
and to postpone it until to-morrow. 

Mr. NORLL obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I simply wish 
to state a word in reply to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Brancu,] and to’show that 
_ he has misapprehended the whole question. 

Mr. LEAKE. I rise toa question of privilege. 
I do not propose to enter upon any genera! dis- 
| cussion at this time, but to reply to an assault 
upon me from a quarter outside of this House. I 
have the right to reply to an assault coming from 
any quarter whatever. 
| Mr. NOELL. I yield the floor to the gentle- 
man for the purpose which he indicates. 

Mr. LEAKE. I send up to the Clerk’s desk 
a copy of the New York Courier and Enquirer, 
of the date of January 18, and ask that the ex- 


|, tracts which I have marked may be read: 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


* Although a week has passed since this debate occurred, 
we republish the foregoing portion of it, rather for the pur- 
pose of reference hereafter, than for any present comment. 
“Those who are familiar with congressional debates, 
need not be told that the general character of southern 
speeches, on the floor of the House of Representatives is 
characterized by reckless finpancy rather than by dignity, 
discretion, or judgment. And the speeches of such men as 
| Kerrr, GarTRELL, Leake, and some twenty others, who 

have foolishly and childishly proclaimed on the floor of the 
| House, that the election of WiLt1amM H. Sewarp to the 

Presidency, or SHerMan as Speaker, would be abundant 
| cause for a dissolution of the Union, and that the South 
| will, therefore, secede, are only evidences of the weakness 
and folly of thuse who thus stultify themselves, instead of 
conveying to the country the feelings and opinions of any 
| large portion of their constituents. It is melancholy to re- 
| flect that such weak and childish men can be elected to 
| seats in Congress ; but it must be borne in mind that all po- 
litical power in the southern country is in the hands of the 
| two hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders, and that a 
| majority of the six million of ‘ poor white men,’ who do 
| not hold slaves, are in such a miserable condition that books 
| have been published and circulated in favor of reducing 
them toa state of slavery! and many southern presses have 
openly advocated such proceeding. It follows, then, that 
these ‘ fire-eaters,’ as they boastfully call themselves, rep- 
resent simply the slave-power of the South, or, in other 
words, the two hundred and fifty thousand of the six mil- 
lion white and four million colored population of the south- 
ern States.’ * * * * * > * * 

“ We desire to place on record this testimony of southert 
men in regard to the institition of slavery and its tenden- 
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cies; and having done this, we would now say a very few 
words upon the question of secession or disunion. Mr. 
Leake says it is the right of Virginia to withdraw from the 
Union ‘the instant she thinks proper to do so.” And Mr. 
GaRTRELL, of Georgia, exclaimss— Such is the right of Vir- 
ginia, also of New York and Pennsylvania.’ ” 

Mr. LEAKE. Mr. Clerk, there is a single 

oint there which affects me personally, and that 
~~ bound, in justice to myself, to explain to the 
House—not that the House requires an explana- 
tion, for I cannot suppose that there is a solitary 
member of this body capable of giving credence 
to the deliberate falsehood which that article pre- 
sents upon its face. James Watson Webb is ca- 
pable of anything. When he sold out to the Uni- 
ted States bank for $52,000, years since, he sold 
himself, soul as well as body; and, therefore, ought 
not to be held responsible. He is the man who 
saw a pistol six inches, mahogany stock and all, 
and swore it was twelve. He isa man whom I 
would scorn to quarrel with; a man I would not 
raise an issue with. He puts an idea before the 
people of the North, and falsely alleges that I 
advanced it in this House. That idea has never 
entered my head. I never did say upon this floor, 
and I speak upon my responsibility, that the elec- 
tion of Joun SHERMAN was a just cause for a dis- 
solution of the Union. 
derstood me, let him now rise and say so. I never 
dreamed of any such thing; it never occurred to 
me that such an act was a casus belli. I did think, 
and I now think, with a proper sense of my re- 
sponsibility to myself, to my country, and above 
all, to the God who overlooks and judges us all, 
as well our motives as our acts, that the election 
of Joun Suerman, in the present state of south- 
ern feeling, will be an initiatory step toward a dis- 
solution; and that, if followed by cs elevation to 
the Presidency of Sewarp, or any other of the 
same political opinions, then there will be acasus 
belli, when the South will be put upon the defens- 
ive. I know, sir, that the South will defend her- 
self. I make no issue upon the election of Joun 
SHERMAN, except to say that it will be an initia- 
tory step toward that downward tendency of our 
Government, when the South will, of necessity, 
be compelled to assume her proper position. 

I beg to be understood, Mr. Clerk, on this ques- 
tion. [ama Union man, a constitutional Union 
man. Letthe reporters take down my exact words. 
I am here, sir, to shout no hosannas to the Union; 
I sing no te Dewms to the Union. I make no apos- 


i 
| 


If any gentleman so un- | 


trophes to the eagle of the Union, while in weak, © 


decrepid, fatigued, and fitful flight, it hovers around 
in the low grounds and gorges of Massachusetts, 
instead of soaring in proud and glorious flight 
into the highest regions, and settling upon the 
loftiest crags. I do profess, sir, to be a friend 
of the Union, a sincere and honest friend of the 
Union. I would not dissolve it; I would make 
any sacrifice for it, except that of the rights and 
the honor of my people, the constitutional rights 
of my constituents and the South, which are 


dearer to me than isthe apple of my eye. I would || 


make any other sacrifice to preserve this Union. 
Never, never have I thought or said that the elec- 
tion of Joun SHERMAN was a just cause for a dis- 
solution of this Confederacy. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, there is another idea in that 
article, which, although not personal to me, is one 
which I think, in justice to the South, demands a 
word or twoof remark. Whatisit? That books 
have been written and circulated inculcating that 
we of the South are in favor of reducing’six mil- 
lion non-slaveholding white men in that section 


to a state of slavery. That was ‘the unkindest | 


cut of all.’’ We of the South have never wanted 
to introduce the system which now exists in the 
anti-slavery States into our own midst. I know 
of no book that utters the sentiment of the article 
I have referred to, or indorses it. Fitzhugh’s 
book is quoted from, but that does not sustain 
the assertion. 


I can scarcely claim, myself, to be a slaveholder, 





| slaves than there are whites. 
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State of Virginia. There are in that county more || 


never ownel but one negro girl. If gentlemen of 
the other side or any of their friends desire, they 
ean go and take her if she will accompany them. 
She is only fourteen years of age, and has beer 
raised with my own children. 

That idea in reference to the reduction of white 
men to slavery was intended, sir, to place the South 
in a false position. We do not want to reduce 
the whitestoslavery. On the contrary, we think 


that the negro was made to serve the white man; | 
that such is the law of Providence, and that sla- | 


very is the negro’s normal and natural condition. 

While upon this subject, I send to the Clerk, 
that he may read it to the House, a petition that 
is now being circulated in the free States. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

NEW YORK A FREE STATE. 

At an informal meeting of persons favorable to the enact 
ment of a personal liberty law, held in Albany, on the 12th 
day of September, 1859, the following appeal was adopted, 
and ordered to be published. 

A. M. POWELL, Chairman, 

Georoe E. Baker, Secretary. 

Appeal to the People of the State of New York. 

Shall the soil of the Empire State be longer polluted by 
the track of the slave-hunter? 

Shall we ourselves be subject to his call to chase and 
eatch his human prey? 

Shall we be subjected to fines and imprisonments for re- 
fusing thus to degrade and dehumanize ourselves? 

Must our doors and hearts be closed to the panting, starv 
ing stranger, who seeks shelter and protection from the re 
morseless kidnapper that would drag him back to the woes 
of the plantation from which he escaped ? 

Must we help to send him back to the land of chains and 
tortures, from which he fled through troops of bloodhounds 
scenting out his track; through forests where wild beasts 
prowl in the darkness ; through rivers and dismal swamps; 
with no eye to pity him, save God’s, shining through the 
north star, and guiding His despairing child to the nearest 
asylum, where the wicked cease from troubling? 

Serious, solemn, momentous, are all these inquiries! 
What shall our answer be? First, we will ask the Legis 
lature to pass a law that shall forever protect our State from 
the desecrating presence of the slave-hunter. By the fugi 
tive slave bill of 1850, we are now forbidden to shelter or 
assist the forlornest stranger who ever appealed for sym 
pathy and aid. Fines and imprisonments impend over us 
for exercising one of the holiest charities of our religion. 
The law of God is defied. Vice, the foulest, the blackest, 
is exalted to virtue; while virtue, humanity, and holiness 
are legislated into crimes, and Heaven’s own conditions of 
salvation dre impiously reversed. 

We rejoice to believe that our Legislature, by passing a 
personal liberty bill, can remedy these fearful wrongs. A 
petition for such an act has been prepared to accompany 


thisappeal. You are asked to sign it, to circulate it, to obtain || 


for it the names of all your neighbors and fellow-citizens, 
and to send it, early in January, to the Legislature. [Peti- 
tions may be sent to your member of Assembly or Senator, 
or to George E. Baker, Albany, New York.] 


I have, however, | 


This is no formal, idle request, but an earnest, well-con- | 


sidered appeal, in the name of God and humanity. And 


this appeal is made to you, reader, whoever you may be, as || 


one upon whom the responsibility of God’s law unceasingly 
rests. 

Please give every man and woman in your town an op- 
portunity to sign this petition. On or near January 1, 1860, 
it should be forwarded, by a reliable hand, to the Legisla- 
ture. By a union of effort and a division of labor, in each 
town, the work of giving the petition a thorough circulation 
will be accomplished with comparative ease. 


PETITION. 


| To the honorable Senate and 


Assembly of the State of New York: 

The undersigned, citizens of , State of New York, 
respectfully ask you to put an end to SLAVE HUNTING in 
New York, by enacting that no person who has been held 
as a slave shall be delivered up by any officer or court, State 





| or Federal, within this State, to any one claiming him on 
| the ground that he owes “ service or labor’? to such claim- 


ant by laws of one of the slave States of this Union. 


“Thou shalt not deliver unto his master the servant 
which is escaped from his master unto thee. He shall dwell 


|, with thee, even among you in that place which he shail 


although I am counted with the two hundred and | 


fifty thousand. I never owned but one slave,and | 


for the pee of my life I owned none at all. 
The only one I now own is the granddaughter of 
the honest-hearted old negress that nursed my 
wife. I, therefore, represent that class of non- 
slaveholders at which a fling is made. If not 


entitled to speak for them, at least Ican speak for | 


myself. I represent a strong slaveholding dis- 
trict. My own county of Albemarle is one of the 
wealthiest, as it is one of the most populous, in the 


} 


| residesin Nelson county, Virginia. 


choose in one of thy gates, WHERE IT LIKETH HIM BEST: 
thou shalt not oppress him.’’— Deut. xxiii, 15, 16. 


Mr. LEAKE. That, Mr. Clerk, illustrates the 
difference between northern and southern mo- 
rality. Here, in this circular, it is proposed to 


| organize roguery and to systemize villainy. In 


reply to it, I ask the Clerk to read a letter which 
I have received from one of my constituents who 
I do not ask 
that his name be read, only his letter, and then 
that the private note attached to it be read. It is 
addressed to Hon. Suetton F. Leake, Wash- 
ington city, D. C., under date of December 5, 
1859. i 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


Leviticus, chapter xxv, verses 44, 45, and 46, says: 
** Both thy bondmen, and thy bondmaids, which thou 
shalt have, shall be of the heathen that are round about 
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you ; of them shall ye buy bondmen and bondmaids. More 
over, of the children of the strangers that do sojourm among 
you, of them shal! ye buy, and of their families tha: are 
with you, which they begat in your land: and they shall 
be your possession. And ve shall take them as an inherit. 
ance for your children after you, to inherit them for a pos- 
session. They shall be your bondmen forever.” 

Exodus, chapter xx, verse 17, says : 

*'Thonu shalt not covet thy neighbor's house, thou shalt 
not covet thy neighbor’s wife, nor his man servant, nor 
his maid servant.’* 

Exodus, xxi, verses 5 and 6, speaking of Hebrew ser 
vants, says: 

* And ifthe servant shall plainly say, I love my master, 
my wife, and my children; [ will not go out free : then his 
master shall bring him unto the judges ; he shall also bring 
him to the door, or unto the door-post ; and his master shall 
bore his ear through with an aw! ; and he shall serve him for 
ever.”? 

Genesis, chapter xxiv, verses 34, 35, and 36, says: 

“Tam Abraham’s servant. And the Lord hath blessed 
my master greatly, and he is become great: and he hath 
given him flocks, and herds, and silver, and gold, and men 
servants, and maid servants, and camels, and asses, And 
Sarah, my master’s wife, bare a son to my master, when 
she was old: and unto him hath he given all that he 
hath.” 

Genesis, chapter xiv, verse 14, says: 

** And when Abram heard that his brother was taken cap- 
tive, he armed his trained servants, born in his own house 
three hundred and eighteen, and pursued them unto Dan.” 

Genesis, chapter ix, verse 27, says: 

**God shall enlarge Japheth, and he shall dwell in the 
tents of Shem; and Canaan shall be his servant.”’ 

Twenty-fiith verse : 

* A servant of servants shall he be unto his brethren.”’ 

Colossians, chapter iii, verse 22, says: 

* Servants, obey in all things your masters according to 
the flesh; not with eye-service, as men-pleasers ; but in 
singleness of heart, fearing God.” 

Chapter iv, verse 1: 

“* Masters, give unto your servants that which is just and 
equal ; knowing that ye also have a master in heaven.’’ 

Titus, chapter ii, verses 9 and 10, says: 

* Exhort servants to be obedient unto theirown masters, 
and to please them well in all things; not answering again ; 
not purloining, but showing all good fidelity ; that they may 
adorn the doctrine of God our Saviour in all things 5’? and 

| the same says 1 Timothy, vi, 1, 2. 


Thus it appears that slavery was instituted by God him- 
self, and counted among his blessings te those who were 
faithful, as Abraham was, who owned upwards of three 
hundred and eighteen—not hirelings—but born in his own 
house, and at his death bequeathed to his son Isaac, as 
Eliezer testifies ; and, in proof that itis no sin to own them, 
Jesus Christ himself declares—“ that when you shall see 
Abraham, fsaac, and Jacob in the kingdom of heaven, and 
you yourselves thrust out, there will be weeping, wailing, 
and gnashing of teeth.’’? Yes, these very Abolitionists that 
are now warring against the institution of slavery, which 
God has established and upheld since the days of Abraham, 
will be made to weep and wail and gnash their teeth for 
fighting against God, and cursing the institution of slavery. 
All polluted as they are with the stains of lying, theft, and 
murder, how can they escape the damnation of hell? 


| Mr. LEAKE. The author of the letter is one 
of the best men in the world. He goes back to 
that standard to which all of us ought to be will- 
ing togo. Now Lask the Clerk to read the private 
note which accompanies the letter, 
| The Clerk read, as follows: 
Hon. Snetton F. Leake will please cause the above 
quotations to be read atthe Clerk’s desk, at such thine as 


| he may deem most appropriate, and copied for publication 
northward, and oblige, &c. 


| Mr. POTTLE. 
| a single question. 
Mr. LEAKE. I will answer any question. 
| Mr. POTTLE. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man, who signed that petition which he says 
circulates in New York? 
| Mr. LEAKE. It is signed by A. M. Powell 
as chairman, and George E. Baker as secretary. 
Mr. POTTLE. Now, sir, I ask the Clerk to 
read a short article, which I cut from the Globe 
| this morning. 
| The Clerk read, as follows: 
| ‘There was a convention of Garrison Abolitionists in 
Utica, New York, on Monday and Tuesday. The speakers 
were Parker Pillsbury, Aaron M. Powell, M. P. Robinson, 
Susan B. Aubray, and Rev. Beriah Green. The attendance 
was only moderate. ‘The resolutions adopted were similar 
to those passed by the same persons at Buffalo.”’ 
| Mr. POTTLE. I desire only to say, in refer- 
ence to this matter, that that convention, as I un- 
| derstand it, passed a resolution thanking the New 
for acting as their medium in pub- 
lishing their sentiments, not only North, but 
South. All I desire to say in addition is, that I 


I desire to ask the gentleman 


|| shall advise those Abolitionists of New York 


| henceforth, in justice to all parties, to extend their 
| vote of thanks beyond the New York Herald. 
A Memser on the Republican side. Let the 


|| article I have sent to the Clerk be read. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


| Tue New Yorx Heratp Aexnowienoep BY THE 
| ABOLITIONISTS aS THEIR Orngan.—A convention of Garri- 
| son Abolitionists was in session at Utica, yesterday and the 
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day before. The attendance was moderate, and the reso. || 


tutions and speeches were of the usual violent kind, with 
the exception of one resolution, which was calm, deliber 
ate, and full of truth. and was to the effect that the Aboli- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 





tionists find in the New York Herald a safe and zealous | 


medium for the transmission, throughout the South, of the | 
utterances of the great chiefs of abolition, and for being such | 


a medium, the convention returns thanks to James Gordon 
Bennett.”’ 

Mr. POTTLE. 
derstood. 
those gentlemen in New York to know that they 
are under obligation for advertising beyond the 
limits of the New York Herald. ; 

Mr. LEAKE I did not understand what the 
gentleman meant by advertising beyond the limits 
of the New York Herald. | presume, now, that 
he means that we are encouraging this very thing. 

Mr. POTTLE. That is it. 

Mr. LEAKE. j willadd to the obligation of the 
gentleman from New York by now sending this 
appeal and petition, to which I before alluded, to 
the reporters’ desk, and ask that it be incorporated 
mto what I have said. 
will be found inserted above. | 


I do not know that I was un- 


I meant simply to say, that I desired | 


{The appeal and petition 


Mr. POTTLE. That is no obligation conferred | 


upon me. 
ments of that paper. I stated that those gentle- 
men in New York were under obligation to other 


porecue than the New York Herald, for a cireu- | 


ation of their sentiments. 

Mr. LEAKE. It is askéd why it is that we 
circulate and give currency to that sort of docu- 
ment? [I willtell you why. Of course we are not 
afraid of any sort of influences brought upon the 
South adverse to the institution of slavery. But 
I tell gentlemen upon that side of the House, that 
I send to my constituents such information as I 
think best, in order that my constituents may know 
the issue which you of the North have made. I 
want them to comprehend the principles which 
govern gentlemen upon that side. I want them to 
comprehend that this irrepressible conflict means 
what Senator Sewarp said it meant, in an extract 
from a specch made in the Senate, which was read 
this morning by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Hinpman.] That is my motive, and that is 
all my motive. I am willing to publish and send 
into my State such matter; but I say at the same 


I do not at all participate in the senti- | 


time, that if men, from different motives, and from | 


a different section, should utter such sentiments 
in Virginia, I am afraid, as my friend from Ar- 
kansas said this merning, the crop of hemp would 
not be sufficient to answer the purpose for which 
it ought now to be applied. Such is my purpose 
in having this matter printed and circulated. 

Mr. CURTIS. Now that this matter of per- 
sonal explanation has been disposed of, I wish to 
reply to the argument of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Brancn] on the subject of the pre- 
vious question. He will recollect that the point 
i made was, that the previous question could not 
be debated. That is the point I wish to make; 
and further, that gentlemen cannot interpose a 

uestion of order for the purpose of debating it. 

le will see why this previous question was in- 
troduced. Its very object was to put an end to 
debate. 

The Manual says, page 95: 

“It is proper that every parliamentary assembly should 
have certain forms of questions, so adapted as to enable 
them filly to dispose of every proposition which can be made 
to them.”’ 

And among these “ forms,’’ this previous ques- 
tion is presented. Then it is also said, on the 
same page: 

“<1. When a proposition is moved which it is useless or 
inexpedient now to express or discuss, the previous ques 
tion has been introduced.”’ 

I think I have read enough to satisfy the gen- 
tleman that his question is notdebatable. I rose 
upon the yee that a resolution had been of- 


fered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurcn- | 


tn3;] that the previous question had been cailed; 
and therefore that no debate is in order; and I read 
this clause to show that debate is out of order. 

The exception that I make to the further clause 
read by the gentleman is, that if the question is 
not disposed of ulumately upon the previous ques- 
tion, then, as he says, it may come up some other 
day. Now, I call his attention to another page 
of the Manual. The first point I make is, that 
the previous question is not debatable. Now, as 
to its result. On page 101 of the Manual, I find 
this: 

“ See. 34. The Previous Question.— When any question 


is before the House, any member may move a previous || question Is passe 





tion) shall now be put?’ Lf it pass in the affirmative, then 
the main question is to be put immediately; and no man 
| may speak anything further to it, either to add or alter.”’ 


And further: 


* The previous question being moved and seconded, the 
question from the Chair shal] be, ‘Shall the main question 


question, ‘ Whether that question (called the main ques- 


BE. 


the House. The previous question has not only 
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_ hot passed in the affirmative, but the proposition 
| on which it is called is not even before the House. 


be now put?’ and if the nays prevail, the main question || 


shall not then be put.”? 


It goes on further to say that, if the ‘* yeas”’ 
prevail, the question is, ‘* Whether the main ques- 
tion shall now be put?”? Now, it seems to me 

that, as the gentleman from Ohio has submitted a 
resolution, as he has called the previous question, 
and as the previous question is not debatable, no 
man can avoid the effect of the previous question 
by raising a question of order and debating the 
point of order. 
must go to a vote upon the main question. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to state 
| wherein the gentleman from North Carolina mis- 
represented the law. 
Mr. CURTIS. One word more, and I will yield 
the floor. I again state what I have fully estab- 
lished, and what I think concludes the question; 


| 95 of the Manual. 


j 


So that the previous question cannot properly be 
called upon it, much less passed in the affirmative, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I agree with 
the gentleman from North Carolina that it is un- 
important to consider what is contained on page 
But I desire to call his atten- 
tion, and that of the Clerk and of the House, to 


_ what he has read already from page 101: 


It not being debatable, the House | 


| 
| 


and that is, that the main question is not debat- | 


able, since the previous question has been fairly 
put by the member from Ohio, because this priv- 
ileged question is now before the House, and must 
be put and first decided. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lapprehended clearly the point 


made by the gentleman from Ilowa—that the pre- 


vious question having been called, debate was no | 


longer in order; and he read a paragraph from the 
Manual to prove the correctness of that point. I 
, have read a paragraph, in order to show to the 
| gentleman that if he relied on that portion of the 


| Manual, then, simultaneously with the suppres- | 


sion of debate, comes the suppression of the mo- 
tion itself; and while it cuts off debate it also cuts 
off the motion, and it goes over to the next day. 


It was, I imagine, through inadvertence that the | 
gentleman from lowa referred to the rule on page | 


95. Itis under the rule on page 10] that we are 
now acting. 
Mr. CURTIS. The point I made was that it 
is not debatable, and I read the clause for the 
| proof of that particular point. 

Mr. BRANCH. Yes; and I prove, by read- 
ing the paragraph itself, that the instant you eut 
off debate, that instant you suppress the question 
and carry it over to the next day. But page 101 
brings in a new and different previous question, 
and it is that under which we are now acting. I 
will read it: 

“When any question is before the House, any member 
may move a previous question, ‘ Whether that question 
(called the main question) shall now be put?’ If it pass in 


|| the affirmative, then the main question is to be put immedi- 


| 





| 


} 
} 


| 
1 
; 


ately, and no man may speak any further to it, either to add 
or alter.”’ 


must have passed in the affirmative by a vote of 
the House. But what is the condition of the ques- 
tion now before the House? The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Hurcuins] offered a resolution for the 
plurality rule. The reception of that resolution 
was objected to; and that resolution is not now, 
and has not been at any time, before the House. 
Consequently there is nothing on which the pre- 


| The gentleman from Iowa will perceive that 
| 


vious question can be called, because the previous | 


question can only be called on a question pending 
before the House. 
Mr. CURTIS. One word here. 
Mr. BRANCH. Excuse me. 
continuity of my ideas. 


‘< If it pass in the aflirmative,’’ is the language of 
the Manual. Before debate can be cut off, the 
| previous question must have passed in the affirm- 
| ative by a vote of the House. I now y'eld to the 
| gentleman from lowa. 

| Mr.CURTIS. The only point I wish to make 
| here, is that a simple objection is of no effect under 
parliamentary law. e have such a provision 


under the rules of the House, but 1 do not admit i 


before that previous question cuts off debate, it | 


You break the | 
j I have referred to the | 
terms of the Manual on page 101, just now read. || 


**When any question is before the House, any member 
may move a previous question, ‘ Whether that question 
(called the main question) shall now be put?’ If it pass in 
the affirmative, then the main question is to be put imme- 
diately, and no man may speak anything further to it, either 
to add or alter.’’ : 


On page 102, the Manual reads: 

‘This kind of question is understood by Mr. Hatsell to 
have been introduced in 1604. (2 Hats., 80.) SirHenry 
Vane introduced it. (2Grey, 113,114; 3Grey, 384.) When 
the question was put in this form, ‘Shall the main ques- 
tion be put?’ a determination in the negative suppressed 
the main question during the session ; but since the words 
‘now put’ are used, they exclude it for the preseut only: 
formerly, indeed, only till the present debate was over, 
(4 Grey, 43,) but now for that day and no longer. (2Grey, 
113, 114.) 

So that it seems that when the previous ques- 
tion is demanded and sustained by a majority of 
the House, the main question must be now put 
without debate. If the majority of the House 
declare by its vote that the main question shall 
not be now put, it is suppressed, not for the ses- 
sion, but for the time being. It goes over, and 
the question passes from the House. 

Now, what I desire to call the attention of the 
House to is this: that when the main question has 
been ordered—whether under the rules of the 
House or under parliamentary law—no further 
debate is in order, cither on the main question, or 
any collateral question, or any question of order. 
The majority has, in that case, the power to sup- 
press debate, and close the mouths of the minority, 
as in this case, under the general law, their mouths 
are closed. But, sir, you will perceive further, 
that if debate be closed by ordering the main 
question, either under the rules of the House or 


_under the parliamentary law, it is also closed 


whenever a demand is made for the previous 


| question, up to the time of the decision of that 








that that is parliamentary law, under which we | 


‘arenow acting. Therefore, I claim that the ques- 
tion is fairl Letore the House. 
Mr*BRANCH. 


| tleman relies is an obsolete rule. 





|| superseded by the rule on page 101, and that rule 


The rule on which the gen- | 
It has been | 


_ rise as high as 


i} 


| 
} 
| 
j 
i! 


question, because the demand for the previous 
question would amount to nothing whatever, if 
a could go on debating the question in- 

efinitely. ‘The demand for the previous question 
would amount to nothing whatever, inasmuch as 
every question before the House would be open 
to unbounded and indefinite discussions; conse- 
quently the construction has always been observed 
in this House, following the parliamentary law, 
that whenever a demand for the previous question 
is made, there can be no debate until the question 
be taken; and that all debate, whether on the prin- 
cipal or on collateral questions, is cut off until 
that time. It is, therefore, clear that the position 
of the gentleman from Iowa is navelmnieantieat 
be disturbed. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. CURTIS. LIask for the decision of this 
question in some way by the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman makes that 
point, then I submit the point which the gentle- 
man from Texas {[Mr. Reagan] made a short 
time ago, that a point of order cannot be raised 
upon a’point of order. The gentleman under- 
stands that. The Clerk will bear in mind that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurcuis] sub- 
mitted a proposition containing what is called the 
plurality rule, and on that he called the previous 
question. I myself, or somebody else, raised a 
question of order on that, that the motion could 
not be made in that stage of the business. That 
point of order has been submitted to the House; 
the House has been asked to try that point of or- 
der. Now the gentleman from lowa comes for- 
ward and raises another point of order upon that 
point of order. And if he does that, then I raise 
a point of order on his point of order; and point 
of order can be piled on point of order until they 
elion upon Ossa. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. BOCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. When I asked a vote of the 





does not suppress discussion until the previous |} House inis morning upon the proposition of my 


d in the affirmative by a vote of || colleague, it was not my purpose to do anything 


